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* ben 3 5 Violicaring him from ha vile Af, Perla 


: _ caſt on him by "Camden, That he 8 

when dying, of what he wrote againſt Marg 

Queen of Scots + Which Falſhood has been 
ſince retailed and propagared by Meffieurs Taye: 
and Ruddiman. 


9 Te: I: Vindicartitit 6 Him froth the hortible . 

N titude he is charg 7 with to Q. Mary, in extol- — 
ling her {© High in his Dedication of his Para- 
phraſe of the Plalms, and thereafter writing ſo 


= birterly 8 her, * the 3 and His 
, ty ©" 3p 2 +; 10 1 + the. * 2 Ry TER 8 "3 


'Y 25 IPP EN DI X, Containing 2 Letter froth the itufirious - 
 Monf. de Thou Prefident of de Parliament « aun gh tao 

| Mr. William Camden, relating to Q. Mary's Reign, and 

+ . for his Kllowing Buchanan in his 1 arration 


reof: With a Tranflation of that Letter. 5 
$ = W % i — — — — 
1 — © xaos. Alara, lat chen 24 darions. 0 
Ae ß * _ _ Tazocxir. * 
: | Pierides. Vos hac ficietis maxima Gallo: 
| _ Gallo, cujus Amor tantum mihi creſeit in Ip 
ul Quantum Vere novo xn ſe nen Alnus. Vin; | 
| — — — 
5 E DIN BURN G H. 5 
| Printed by 1 Lumiſden and Sue and; fold * 
* dolle in e rn W 
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To the Eoncanble, 


Jen Os BU RN 2 


Late Lord Provoſt of Edinburgh, Preſes; 


2 7 8 - 
To the other Honomnible = 
Rever end, Wor thy and ö 
Loyal Members of the i 


RevoruTion-Civs; 
in 2 City of Edinburgh. 


bs | GENTLEMEN, te 
I. Hr Deſign of ming your 
Society and Club at firſt, a 
little after the Revolution, 
and bich has ſubſiſted ever ſince, 
was, to perpetuate the Memory of 
the moſt * . — ever = 


4 8 
5 JF - 44th * 
n 


eſtabliſhed Proteſtant Religion. This 
being the noble Deſign of your Inſti- 


proper Perſons, | to, whoſe Protection | 


* 
ö — 
l r bf p LAG Ip did boi tn e at eee? > hae 6 eee Co NI 4 ns 


could offer the following Vindication 


1 ens adoleſcens admoqum addidicerat (pERRVuTISs, quæ 


iv DEDICATION. 


happened to Great Britain, for her 


Religion, Fe Liberty, Property, Peace 


and Proſperity; I mean the late glo- 


rious Revolution; when K. James Vil. 4 
was not only depriving his Subjects 
of their juſt Rights; Privileges and 
Liberty, and introdueing arbitrary 


- Power and deſpotic Government but 


alfo bringing in Popery * into the 


Kingdom, by openly and violently 4 
breaking through the Barriers of all | 
the e made in Faveut of the 


tution, I could not think of more 


o „. 1 alt] of 
* Num -religionem Pontificiam, quam exſul cum fratre | 
prohibebant, 'LEGUY | OMNTUM  REPAGULTs; denuo- apud 


ys inſtaurarę adniteretur, de ſolio deturbatus eſt. This is 
Part of that Prince's Character by Mr. Raddiman, Mk his 


Series W Scotiæ Chronalogica, before FA 8 Diplo. 
mata, Page 91. | 


* * n G 5 Ms 2 % 
* "YU. 4 w ; þ * * 
„ ©/s C. oe... 


of our Wem pute — 
the Great George Buchanan. His 
famous Dial O, De jure Regni apud 
Scotos, contains the moſt ſolid Prin- 
| *# ciples of Government, founded on 
Reaſon, the Nature of human Socie- 
ty, Juſtice, and the Conſtitution of 
the Kingdom, - according to which 
the Nation proceeded at the late 
Happy Revolution, which you fo 
| | joyfully. commemorate. ' The De- 
> 4 cency, good Order, and Sobriety ob- 
J ] ſerved at your Meetings, has en- 

' | Gouraged- many of great Quality, 
> | Didinfica and Worth in this Part of 
is | | the Nation, to join in your Club. 
. | That the Memory of King WiI- 
f 1 LLAM, our glorious Deliverer, may 
never be forgot: That your Society 
| and Club may ever continue in a 


a, 


W 


be conſtantly inſtill 
Members of your Club, true 
loyal Revolution Principles, in Op- 
poſition to theſe who are 
to our preſent happy Conſtitution in 
h and State; is the ardent Wiſh, | 
end moſt ſincere; Prayer of, 


youn g 


* * 


ſaffected 1 
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v f N D I c A T I O N 
Mr. George + Buckanan.. 


9 * "E * — 


TART L, 


| Piddicating Hin from the vile Aber on 921 


on him 1 Camden, that he repented, when 
ching, of what he wrote ' againſt Mary 
Queen of Scots; which Falfhoud, has been 


| bt retailed and pro ae oy Nef hr eurs 
2 6 and Ruddiman. = 


=; v R celebrated Curve 
dhe great George Buchanan, 
was, undoubtedly, one of the 
— © greateſt Men that made a FI 
— ourec in the learned World, 
2 che Relforenion of Learning. And, 
the he has acquired n Honour to 
: 4 2 | "bus 


bis Country, by his never enough to be 
admired Works, in moſt of which he E- 
quals, and in ſome ſurpaſſes even the an- 

tient Romans themſelves; ſuch is the Purity 
of his Diction, the Sublimity of Thought, 
and Elegance of Expreſſion, that emi- 
nently appear thro the whole of them: 

However ſuch is the Maleyalence. of our | 
Ech fying Writets, Ile devoted to l. 
viſh, wild and inconſiſtent Principles, that 
they daily tear in Pieces his Character, and 


will not ſuffer him to reſt in his Grave. 
Mr. Ruddiman, - in his Notes on Backitntn's 
Life, declares, That he inclines to believe, 
what Camden has reported of Buchanan's | 
Repentance, to be true; and in his late 
Affair is again revived by him with ſome bit- | 
ter Reflections upon that great Man. This, 
I own, provoked my Indignation, and raiſed 
my Curioſity 10 enquire into the P roots, 

theſe Writers had, or pretended to have, for 
what they ſo confidently aſſert on this Head, 
The firſt, who invented, and ꝓubliſhed this 
Story of Buchanan 's Repentance, was San 
den, in his Annals of Queen, Eliſabeth, ( 
whoſe: Account of that Matter, Tſhalk 25 
the Reader in his on Words; “ When 
Huchanan, ſays he, forced py Party Zoak 


i # 
C 5 


= 


ON . 
82 i & vo — * * aa > 


- 


* 


- 
ww 


(a) Ad Annum 156. 


” 
© 


( 7) 

„% and the Earl of Murray's Generoſity, had 
- wvrit his Hiſtory, in ſuch a Manner, that 
* theſe Books were condemned of Fallhood 
«© by the Parliament of Scotland, whoſe 
« Credit is more to be depended on; and 
e he himſelf fetching deep Sighs before 
* the King, whole Præceptor he was, now 
+ and then blamed himſelf (As 1 Hrany) | 
* that he had writ in ſo virulent a Manner 

* againſt the Queen that deſerved ſo well; 
ee and when dying, he wiſh'd he might 
live ſo long, as to wipe away; even with 
„ his Blood, the Stains he had falſely 
«* thrown upon her Character, in a ſlande- 
4 rous Manner; by recalling the Truth : 
2 „But that (he ſaid) this was needleſs, ſee- 

ing he would be thanght doating be- 
2 0 of his Age. Nicolſon Biſhop of 
Garliſlez tho thro the whole of his Scottiſh 
hiſtarical... Library, he writes pretty much 
upon:the high flying Stile; yet after giving 
this Story from Camden, he paſſes this Joke 
upon it; This looks, ſays he (4), like 
5 charitable Account of the laſt. Minutes 
«of. his dying Enemy. | 

Fam. Strada, a Romantic engt 5 Wiiter, 
according to Mr. Sage; as we Hall ſee after- 
wards, in his Bello Belgico (c, Telates 
much the fame HS about _B uchanau 3 

e- 
(5 Folio Editon, Pig 57% . (6) ad Ammum 1587. 


1 %% 


Repentance; but, as he has taken his Ac- 
counts from Camden, as Mr. Ruddiman owns, 
we {ſhall concern ourſelves no farther 
with him. But here I wonder much Mr. 
Ruddiman did not ſubjoin to Strada, Robert 
Johnſton s Teſtimony (d), who no Doubt 
had it from Camden, as well as the other. 
The Improvement Johnſton has made upon 
' Camden's Hearſay, has made him afhamed 
to mention it. He ſays, Before Buchanan 
« died, a late Repentance for his reproach- 
ful and immoderately free Speech poſſeſ- 
e ſing his Mind, whether from a Fault of 
© his Nature, or from Cuſtom, he judged. 
« his Book deſerved to be burnt.” An ar- 
rant Falſhood to be ſure, and worthy of the 
reateſt Contempt. Did not Buchanan un- 
dertake the Writing of his Hiſtory, at the 
earneſt Requeſt and Solicitation of the 
moſt reſpectful and honourable Perfons of 
his Country ? And does he not, in his De- 
dication of that Work to the King, 29th 
Auguſt 1 582, ſcarce a Month, fays Mr. 
Ruddiman, before his Death, mention their 
Reaſons for inducing him to a Compliance, 
viz. That his other Works, meaning his 
poetical Pieces, were but /evioris O pere li- 
belli, inconſiderable or trifling Pieces, in 
Compariſon of the Hiſtory of his Country ? 


i Hiſt, er, #ritan, Zib, Il. ad Anu +582; 


And does he not in his Letter (e) to Mr. 
er Daniel Rogers, a very conſiderable Man at 
fr. Queen Elifabeth's Court, expreſs himſelf 
4 ſomewhat unconcerned for his poetical 
bt Pieces, in Compariſon of his Hiſtory, 
r. which he was then writing? And was there 
7 not a grand Expectation of this Work, not 
only in Britain, but over all the learned 
World? Is Johnſton's Invention then to be 
o 5 
But to return to Camden. It will be ne- 
ceſſary to open up his Character a little, 
before we particularly examine into this his 
Hearſay of Buchanan's Repentance. 

Mr. Villiam Camden was made one of the 
Uſhers of Weſtminſter School, founded by 
Queen Eliſabeth, in which Station he ſerved 
many Years, and afterwards was made 
chief Maſter of that School, and at laſt 
was made, by Queen Eliſabeth, Anno 1 597, 
Clarencieux King at Arms, He was with- 
FF out Doubt, a great Scholar, and an excel 
- # lent -Antiquary, His Britannia acquired 
im great Reputation both at home and a- 
broad. At Cecils Deſire, he began his 
| 


Annals of Queen Eliſabeth, but after her 
Death, laid it aſide for ſome Time; and 
had he dropt it altogether thereafter, it had 
been much for that Queen's Honour, and 

| W | his 
(e Ep. 27. 


BE 


his own Reputation. He reſumed this 
Work again in King James's Reign, and it 
was publiſhed, Anno 1615, not without 
the Direction of that Prince, who is ſaid, by 
ſeyeral Authors, to have curtailed and! in- 
terpolated that Work, then publiſhed Ch); 


King James wiſbibg, as Monſ. Bayle ſays, to 


have Queen Eliſabeth's Reign blacknedrather 
than his own Mother Queen Mary's. And 
tho' Camden was under a Thouſand Obliga- 
tions to Queen Eliſabeth and her Court; 
yet, continues Bayle, he ſacrificed the Glory 
of that illuſtrious Princeſs, his BenefaQtreſs, 


to the Affection he had for King James, 


then an the Throne. He was an Enemy 
to the Scots Presbyterians or Puritans, as 
they were then called; and a mortal Ene- 


my to Buchanan, whom he extremel ly wil; ified, | | 


ſays Biſhop Nicolſon; and that not only be- 
cauſe he was a hats Puritan, but out of 
Envy, very probably, becauſe he could not 
in. his. Writings come 'near his elegant 


Roman a 10 > fam up his is Character in 


— | A 

(f) It would appear Camden himſelf 3 of having 
his Annals interpolated by King James; for it is certain] 
known, and Mr. Smith the Writer of his Life acknowledge 

it, that he ſent the 2d Vol. to be publiſhed after his Death, 


to Paris to Pierre du Puy ; befides, Rigaltius, in the Life of | 


this Gentleman; as quoted by Bayle, ſays, That Camden 


ſent him the 2d Volume of his Annals, which" the Author 
gurſt nat publiſh in his own Life. Time. See alſo Dr. * 


Againſt Varillas, Pag. 60. Amſterdam, Anno 288. 


, * 


” TT M1 
a few Words, he was, Omnium feenarum 
3 þoms, a great Temporizer. 
Z From this Account of Camden, the Rea- 
der is not ta expect civil Uſage from him to 
Buchanan. . . 8 
Ihis Story of Buchauan's Repentance, 
Camden does not aſſert as a Thing certain; 
it is a Hear/ay, ut accepi, ſays he, but he 
does not tell from whom. One cannot 
however, but admire Mr, Ruddiman's ready 

Invention and Contrivance, at ſo great Di- 
ſtance of Time, in ſupplying that Defect, 
as he inclined to be of Camden's Opinion, 


from the King, or from others wha 
were preſent when Buchanan ſaid ſo.” 
As to King James, IJ frankly own, I never 
had any great Notion of his Veracity, 
= while he reigned in Scotland: For, after he 
took the Reins of Government into his 
oon Hands, he was always of ſo fickle and 
inconſtant a Way, ever guided and influ- 
> enced by ſome one or other of his Favou- 
frites at Court, ſome of whom were but 
very indifferent Men, that he could never 
be depended on. And not to mention the 
Affair of Gowrie's Conſpiracy, his ſigning a 
particular Order and Warrant, for razing 
out Leaves from the Regiſters of the Gene- 
ral Aſſembly, is no great Sign, that he in- 


by telling us, He might have heard it 


( 14 ) 


elined the Truth ſhould be handed down to 


| Years ago produced and read before the Ge- 
veral Aſſembly, and thereafter appointed to 
be laid up among the Records of the 
Church, where it now may be ſeen. 1. 
damſon, A Biſhop of St. Andrews, was the 
Perſon employed in that dirty Work. See 
Hiſt. motuum Scotiæ, Dantiſei, 1641, P. 86. 
But after he went to England, his Veracitx 


Poſterity. The original Order was ſome 


was ſtill leſs to be depended on; witneſs Þ 


his practiſing upon the illuſtrious Preſident, Þ 
Monſ. de Thou, by Gamaen, and that merce- 


nary Hireling _ kept, 1/aac Caſaubon, to 
conceal and pervert the Truth, with teſpect 
to his Mother and her Conduct, in the "Hi- 1 
ſtory of his own Time he was then wri- XZ 
ting. Mr. Ruddiman, in his Character of 3 | 


King James VI. (g), owns, © That his 
«& Reign in England was with leſs F. Irmneſs © 
& of Mind and Fortitude than was meet; 
let, ſays he, minore quam par erat animi con. 
fantia 2 fortitudine ; ; and he might have a8 
ſaid the ſame for him, while in Scotland, if | 1 
he had pleaſed. © | 
In the firſt Place, Camden does not ſay © 


He had this wt, from the ke ; ba 2 4 3 | 
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97 Series Regum Scotie Chronologica, before * 3 1 9 | 
Dip omata, Pag, 9o. 1 


was too much a Party in this Caũſe; and 
cheese Camaen's Information is not to be 
relied on: Beſides, it is highly improbable, 


that the King ſhould have told him any fuch 
Tung; becauſe in his Baſilicon Doron, where 


he is diſſuading his Son, Prince Henry, from 
J reading Buchanan's Libelli F amoſt, he does 


not give the leaſt Hint of it, and there he 
had a ſine Opportunity of doing it, had it 
been true. He adviſes him indeed to be a 
3 17 ythagorean, and to believe that the ſe- 
ditious Souls of thoſe Writers, paſs into 
| * thoſe who conceal their Books, or de- 
q fend their Opinions.” Mr. Ruddimas 
bm his Thumb upon this laſt Advice; an 
Advice indeed, that the more antient and 
wier Solomon, the Son of David, would 
not have given his Son. Neither is there 
the leaſt Hint of Buchanan pretended Re- 
is 2 pentance, in that ſo much talk d of Act of 
a Parliament, Anno 1584, that condemn'd 
, © his Hiſtory and Dialogue; and their Silence 
on that Head, is aloft a Demonſtration 
% 2 of the Falſhood of Canidens Story ; for had 
J it been true, and they had faid fo, it would 
3 have given a greater Sanction to that Act, 
than their Autt ority did give it. But. - 
155 Camden is, in this Hearſay of his, flatly | 
contradicted by the Author of Thuauns 
LEP and oy Varillas. The firſt, Mr. 


ar 264 xi 410d 


95 refer the Rea 


G 
Ruddiman rejects (H), becauſe he brings 
% no proper Voucher for what he ſays.” 


Very well! But is not Camden to be rejected 


by the ſame Rule; for he adduces no Vou- 


I for what he ſays? ? Yes certainly; and 


Mr. Ruddiman would have done ſo in this 
Caſe, had he not been 1 at any 
Rate to believe this Hear/ay of Carden : 
And I am tempted to ink he believes 
here, by Inclination not by Reafon. Va- 
rillas alſo is rejected by Mr. Ruddiman, 


« becauſe be is inconſiſtent with himſelf ; Þ 


6 for in his Preface he ſays, that Matter 
(che denying Buchanans Repentance) 


« was wrote on the Margin of Thianus's 


5 5 . by the wo 4 fel; 2 and 


SG a 


. in a e — bp ory: 
gravely pronounces him, ſubleſtæ fidei Au- 
cor, an Author not to be credited. If In- 
conſiſtency: be a ſure Criterion for fuch a 
harſh Cenſure, I doubt Mr. Ruddiman will 
come off but badly himſelf, for which L 
der to the Reverend Mr. Lo- 
guns late Performance, Mr. Ruddiman. Self 


condemn'd. I do not ſee ſuch great Incon- 


ſiſtency here in Varillas ;. for, at firſt, he 
_ take it for Thuanus 8 own Hand Wri- 


a Inch 1 * P ag. 11. 


{ __ . , | 
3 


ing, and afterwards; when writing tits 
7 Preface, he might more certainly know, 
that it was the Hand- writing of the youn- 
ger Puteanus, To me, and I'm perſuaded, 
do every unprejudiced Mind, it is a Proof 
of /arillas's Honeſty and Candour, even 
tho he omitted the acquainting the World, 
as ought to have been done; that he for- 
metly took it for Thuanus's own Hand: And 
if it was the Hand-writing of the younger 
Puteanus, it is no ſmall Confirmation of 
the Falſhood of Camden's Hearſay. The 
Credit of the Author of Thuanus Reſtitutus, 
> is not a little confirmed, by the Paſſage 
no being given us entire, as quoted by 
Mr. Ruddiman, in Buckley's late ſplendid . 
Edition of Thuanas's Hiſtory, Vol. IV. 
Pag. 100, ad An. 1582, in the Foot Mar- 
gin, under the Title of Var. Lett. But then 
> what he ſubjoins, abundantly eſtabliſhes it, 
= viz. Germania, MS. Samm. Put. & Rig. 
But what eſpecially determines Mr. Rad- 
* diman to believe Camden's Hearſay about 
Buchanan s Repentance, is Mr. Sage s Suf- 
à rage, as he calls it; and any Thing from 
that Quarter has great Weight with him. 
After J had read the Account Mr. Ruddi- 
man gives from Mr. Sage's Suffrage or Te- 
ſtimony, about Buchanan s Repentance, I 
got Sage's Life into my Hands; after read- 


8 


FT ) 
ing of which, I find Mr. Ruddiman's Com- 
pend of- it imperfect, and ſeveral Things 
left out, that poſſibly may give Light to the 
Diſcovery of this pious: Piece of F raud ; 
and therefore I -ſhall Bae the Reader the 
whole of it. 
The Pabliſter, not the Author, of Mr. 
Sage's Life, reſiding, as it would appear at 
— Pag. 70. tells us, he thinks it not 
amiſs to ſabjoin a Letter, which he had im- 
portuned Mr. Sage to write, and which 
Letter, he ſays, bears Date, 17th Ofober 
' 1709, that is, about one Year and eight 
Months before; Mr. Sage died, and this 
Gentleman publiſhes it at London, An. 1714, 
three Vears after his Death. This being 


1 premiſed, the Copy of the Letter follows, A 
= ſo ont a8 it concerns 4 as * F 9. — = 
5 STIR, W age EP i 
. About 28 Years a A go, 1 had Obeaflen jon, 
ce at Mt Drummond of. Terms) s Houſe in 
| = ith | TO WY” | on * Strathern, 
= i 1 : 
| Ow The other Part of that 14 gabe to the Repen- 
bit | tance of that great Man- Mr. Alexander Henderſon, for ſup- 
—_ poſed Injuries he had done to King Charles I. This famous 
| t Man was fiſt Miniſter of Leuchars ini the Presby ytery of St. 
i" | Andrews, Moderator of the General Aſſembly A Glo ſgow, _ 
„ An. 1638, afterwards Miniſter of Edinburgh, and Correth on- 
| dent from this Church to the Weſtminſter Aſſembly. 1 hope” 
ö ſome of our learned Clergy will do Juſtice to the Memory 
1 of that famous Man, and vindicate him from hat * As | 
. 3 4 <7 
* 


* 


( 0 5 


* Shrathe#t; to be in  Colherfition with an 


antient Lady (the Lady Rafyth in Fife) 
„ a Woman of very bright Parts, and of 


very good Principles; ſhe was a Daugh- 
ter of the Houſe. of Buchanan. Tn the 


KL Progreſs: of our Diſcourſe, | we came to 
talk of the famous Mr. George Buchanan ; 


I told her I had, not long before, read 
over Fainianus Strada $ Book de Bello Bel- 


gico, and had found in it (I think ad An. 
1586) an Account of Mr. Zuchanan's 


Confeſſion, when on his Death-bed, That 
he had been moſt injurious, in Papers 
publiſhed” by him, to Mary Queen of 
Scots ; wiſhing : earneſtly,” "Fir God 
would allow him Time and Strength, be- 
fore he died, to da her Juſtice, 1 added, 

That the Account was new to me (for I 


© had not then ſeen Camden's Eliſabeth ) 


and that I was afraid Srada was partial, 


having many other Things in his Book 


too like Romance; and that therefore 1 
was not forward to believe him in that 
Matter. The Lady forthwith deſired me 
to take her Word for it, that it was a 


certain Trutli; for ſhe remembred no- 


thing better, than that in her younger 


| Years, - ſhe had oftner than once heard a 
“very aged Man, called David Buchanan, 


who. was maintained in her Father's F a- 
3; mily, 


————— —— 
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* mily, affirm, That he was preſent in My, | 


« B Mins s Bed-chamber, and an Ear-wit- 
« neſs to that Confeſſion when he made it. 


* This, ſo far as my Memory ſerves me; . 


4+ is the Subſtance of what 1 learned of 
that Lady at that Time. It made the 


« deeper Impreſſion on me, when I refle&- 
ed on the Time of Mr. Buchanan's Death, 


66 which Was in September 1582; at which 


© Time David Buchanan might have been 
* very capable to conſider what Mr. George 
*« faid, tho he had afterward lived after the 


. Year 1630 or 1636 ; and, about that 


« Time, theLady was capable to have x0. 


« ceived it from him.“ 


Thus this old Wife's Tale is dreſt up by ö 
Mr. Sage, or the P ablifher of his Life. Be- 


fore I examine it particularly, it may not 
be amiſs to let the Reader a little into Mr. 


 Sage's Character. Mr. John Sage was a Mi- 
niſter of the City of Glaſgow, when the 
happy Reyolution came about. He was, 
«* ſays Mr. Anderſon (i), Maſter of ſeveral 
good Qualifications, of a good Capacity 
* and great Application. but the Revolu- 

ired his Temper, Which car- 
e ried him out often to tranſgreſs the Rules | 


tion had / 


1 of Religion, as well as Decency.” © on 


& duale, Defence bunt Bind, Pag. 32. 
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every impartial Perſon, a ſtrong Een 


1 en 
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| 4 Y tis Character of him, tis eaſy: to find he 


was a high flying Author, and of Conſe- 
1 g 1 bore an implacable Hatred to the 
great Buchanan, which he ſufficiently ma- 
"x nifeſted in his Writings, Bie in his 
e to Hawthornden's Hiſtory, which 
4 Mr. Ruddiman Midwif'd into the World. 
9 1 ſhall not ſay Mr. Ruddiman had any Hand 
q in the publiſhing this precious "as. but 
its coming abroad three Years after Mr. 
ages Death (I), the Publiſher concealing 
his Name, the Writer of his Life taking 
Notice of no ſuch Thing, and Mr. Sage 
2 himſelf never hinting or publiſhing - any 
ſuch Story in any of his Works all his Life 
Time, not in his Fundamental Charter of 
7 Presh ytery, or the long Preface to it, nor 
in his „ to Hawthornden, where he 
vamps up, to uſe his own Expreſſion, ill 
Nature enough againſt Buchanan ; all this, 
Lay, well conſidered, muſt needs create in 


of foul Dealing in this Matter, to 
T4 Cauſe of the diſtreſs'd Church, 

Now, making all the Allowance to Mr. 
2 ; 1 Sage" 8 Veracity, that can well be deſired, it 
is moſt certain, that a Part of this Narra - 


ve the 


E tion p on his OWN - frail Memory, 
Which 


= O) Amo 1774. that is, the Year before Mr. Ruddiman 
MR publiſhed Buchanay's Works. 
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which he had heard 28 Years before, and 
of the more frail - Memory of a very old 
Woman, which ſhe had heard, when very 
young, from David Buchanan, who was in 
extreme old Age when he told it to her, 
and the a very old Woman ſtill remember- 
ed David Buchangn's Account of that Matter, 
from her Youth to her extreme old Age. 
The Memory, as every one muſt own, in 
theſe Circumſtances is very ſubject to 
Wavering and Inconſtancy. The great 
Scaliger in his advanced Years complained 
of his Memory, accufſo memoriam, fays he; 
the learned Mr. Ruddiman too, ſomewhere 
in his Aufwer to Mr. Logan, fays, that his 
Memory was the worſe of the wearing: But 
this old Wife had no ſuch Complaint; and 
yet, who does not ſee, that this Tradition, 
' thro' the Hands of an old Wife, is liable to 
theſe juſt Objections; and therefore deſerves. ..| 
no Credit? Mr. Sage ſays, ſhe was of the 
Houſe of Buchanan, but he does not tell 
of what Branch of that Houſe ſhe was, nor 
whether it was by her Father or Mother's 
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Again, Mr. Sage, to make this old Wife's 
Tale probable, ſays, ſhe was a Lady of very 
bright Parts; no doubt of it, for he calls 

her an antient Lady; but bright Parts uſually 
1 e 5 are 
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are antient · She was a e continues hey 
of good Principles; that is not to be que- 
ſtioned, if ſhe was for Epiſcopacy, and for 
the ſtrict hereditary indefeaſible Right of 
Kings. Who does not ſee, that ſhe mult 
have been a Lady of very bright Parts, and 
had all her Senſes in great Perfection; for, 
upon Mr. Sage's relating what he had read 
in Strada about Buchanan's Confeſſion, ſhe 
inſtantly takes him up, andhids him take her 
Word for it that it was true, and oppoſes. 
him for calling Srada a Romance Wrrer ? 
The Ground of her Ladyſhip's Certainty 
was, that ſhe remembered nothing better, 
than that, in her younger Years, ſhe had 
oftner than once heard a very aged Man, 
called David Buchanan, affirm, That he are 
preſent in Mr. Buchanan Bed. chamber, aud 
an Ear-witneſs to the Gonfeſſion when he "nude" 
it. Here, I ask Mr. Ruddiman, is this the 


'$ David. Buchanan who publiſhed Kiox's Hi- 


ſtory at London in F olio, An. 1644, with 
a very long Preface, which ſhews his great 
Learning and Knowledge in Antiquity, 
and this Edition of Knex he reprinted at 
Edinburgh that very ſame Tear in 4% Is. 
this che Deng Buchanan (m * who wrote De. 
Nox... i Claris 


tm) Bp. Nicolſon ſays, he alſo wrote Edinburgi ex Torka 
Deſeriprio and Provincia Edinhurgena * bo 
he * Scot. Hiſt. Lib. Pas. 21. 


ch hicle+ 
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Mr. Raddiman, after Sir Robert favours us 
with a Quotation about George Buchanan 


in his Preface, and in his Doctorum Virorunm 
de Buchanano Teſtimonia, and whom Mr. 
Ruddiman in one Place (u) fays, he was 


Buchanas' s Genrilir ac Propinquns, in another 
Place 0), when ſpeaking of him, he fays; 


quem ill; (Gio. nim. Buchanano) nm 4 


#omine, ſed genere conjundtum exiſtimare 
liceat ? s ſaying ſo twice makes me think 
de had Mr. Sage's old Wife in View. Sir 
| Robert Sibbald indeed (p), when ſpeaking 
of him, calls him, David B achauauus, ex 

atdem familia oriundur, deſcended of che 


fame Family: But in all his Writings I have 
read, I find he ſays no ſuch Thing of 


himſelf; and therefore I am of Biſhop 


© Nicolfon's Opinion (9, that he was only 
George Buchanan's N AME-SAKE ; and he adds, 
in Way of Ridicule, a Man very much 
after his own Heart, and as deſirous as 


* may be to cover all the Faults in him 


« that are capable of Shelter.” He was in⸗ 
deed a Perſon, as the Biſhop ſpeaks of 


autigui- 
pl tate 


af we 1 5 2 Buck; Vit. Pap (ts: 070 c 
1 57. 7 | 


28 Mauls, Awhor of 2 De 


ment, In Fl. __ P as: 825 
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Fu Daten Srotft, a MS. fortmirhy itt 
Sir Robert Sibbald's Poſſeſſion, from which 
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Yate gentis. Seotorum, of George Bicbanav 8 
Principles in Matters of Religion and Poli- 
cy; but that he covered his Faults, that 
were capable of Shelter, we ſtall.” aſter- 
wards ſee was abſolntely falſe; | Is this the 
David Buchanan, I ſay, that Mr. Sa ges old 
Wife ſpeaks of? It is not ſaid fo Dr Mr. 


Sage; and yet Tm perfwaded Mr., Redl 


man intended we ſhould believe him to be 
the very fame David Buchanan, who told 
that Story to Mr. Sage's old Wife, and ſo to 
connect. it with Camden HEARSAVY. Mr. 
Sage ſays, he had this. Relation from the 
Lady about 28 Tears before Oclober 17. 
1709, when he wrote the Letter, if ever 
he wrote it, that is, in the Vear 168 Ls 
Now, Nr.. Sage. ſtates: the Duration of 
David 1 8 7 to the Year: 1630, 
or, at moſt, to the Lear 1636: But Mr. 
Sage muſt have been doating when he 
wrote that Letter, if it be 8 What the 


Writer of his Life ſays (79, that the 


Edition of & noæ 8 Hiſtory, which-Mr. Sage 
made uſe of, was that publiſhed by: David 
Buchanan at. Edinburgh" 1644. This the Pu- 
aliſher of Mr. Sage's Letter has not adverted 

to; and 2 5. it is a Proof of the Im- 

oſture of the whole Story. Nay further, 
Bihop Neale 0 5 6 re, us, met Sho 
vi 
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( Sage's Life, p. 20. 0 geot. Hiſt. Lib. P. 27 
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vid Buchanan was alive Av. 1649 ; for there 


he gives us a Part of a critical Letter, writ 


to him from Gordon of Stralbch, dated 8yo 


Kalend. Aug. A. D. 1649: But, let us 
examine a little into the Story from Mr. 


| Sages own Calculation. It was in the 
Year 1681 when Mr. Sage had the Confe- 
rence with that Lady; then ſhe was an 
antient Lady. Now, let us ſuppoſe ſhe' was 


paſt her Climacterick, 63 Years of Ape or 


allowing her to be 12 Years of Age, when 


| ſhe ſaw David Buchanan at her Father's 
Houſe, that is, in the Year 1630. So ſhe 
has had a ſtrong Memory, to relate diſtinct⸗ 
ly what David ſaid of Mr: Bachanan's Death- 


bed Confeſſion and Repentance. Is not 


chanas's Repentance upon, for the ſuppoſed 


Injuries he did to Q. Mary ? This Lady, 
as Mr. Sage informs us, told him, Thar Da- 


vid Buchanan was MAINTAINED in her Fu- 
ther's Family. This is added, no doubt, to 


ſupport what ſhe had ſaid, that ſhe had oft- 


that he was in 'Buchaves's Bed- chamber; 


and an Ear-witneſs to the Cenfeſſion: But 


chen it entirely diſcredits the whole Story; 


and is another convincing Proof of the 
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Impoſture. In the firſt Place, I wiſh this 


+ -- 


* 8 


9 
XC. 
* 


R 


CCC CCC 


. * „ 
0 . » | % 
« 2 * 
J 4 
- 


old wann had told us who. was her Fa- 


| ther, and then we might have judged if he 
was able to maintain ſuch an old Man about 
his Houſe. In the ſecond Place, David Bu- 
' chanan was never reduced to ſuch Poyer 

and Want, as to be obliged to any for his 


daily Bread. For, thirdly, in the Year 1644. 
that is 8 Years after 1636, which is the 


longeſt Duration aſſign'd to David Bucha- 
vans Life by Mr. Sage, he publiſhes an 
Edition, as "wks ſaid already, of Knox's 
Hiſtory, at Londen, in Folio; and that he 
reprinted the fame Year, at Eb gh, in 


Quarto. He is generally believed to de the 


Author of the 5th Book of Knox's Hiſtory, 
and of Tua s Life 


fix d to theſe Editi- 
ons; and Author allo of many Interpolati- 
ons thruſt into Knox's Four Books of his 


5 Hiſtory, from which it is purged and clear- 


ed, in the accurate and excellent Edition 
of that truly great Man's Hiſtory, printed 
at Edinburgh. An. 1.732, (, from the origi- 
nal MS. in the Larp of the College of 
Gla/gow ; and this is owing to the Induſtry 
and Care of the late Reverend and Learn- 


: <d Mr. Maithew Crawfurd, Profeſſor of 


ſtory in che . ol Edinburgh., 
5 Now, 


( was the learned: Mr. Wedrow's Letter to Biſhop Nicol 


40 in the Appendix to his Scot. Hiſt. Lib. P. 139. and 


Knox 's Life prefixed to his * 1 173. P. 45. 
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Now; from this it is plain, that it is falke, 
that David Buchanan was reduced to fuch 
; Poverty, as to be maintained in the Fami- 
ly of the Lady Rafth's Father. But, 47h, 
4 his is Farther evident from the critical 
Letter ſent to David Buchanan by Sir Ro- 
bert Gordon of Stralboh, An. 1649. Would 
1 that haughty Man, and ſuch he appears to 
me to have been, from what I have read 
of his Writings; would he, I ſay, keep 
up a Correſpondence. with ſuch'a poor 
beggarly Man, maintained out of Charity 
at another Man's Table, as he is repreſent- 
ed by Mr. Sage's old Wife? And would Sir 
Robert devolve upon ſuch a mean Man 
the finiſhing of the Theatrum Seotie, for 
Bleau's Atlas, a Work that he himſelf had 
been engaged in, at the Requeſt of the 
fore mentioned great Undertaker of that 
General Body of Geography,firſt begun at the 
Expence of Sir John Scot of Scotſtarver, Dire- 
ctor of the Chancery, which Biſhop Nicol- 
jon (o lays he did! No, Sir Robert, to be 
ſure, would not; and from thence we may 
moſt juſtly conclude, that what this old 
Wife narrated to Mr. Sage, was a down- 
right Lie and ralſhood.. Again, Sthly, If 
[ 1 Dovid Buchanan was an Ear-witneſs to 
F Age. 5 2 8 ee on x hs Death- 


bed, 


0 Sat. "Hiſt Lib. Pa 7. 155 2 


( ( ©9 )) 
, 640d, we cannot ſuppoſe him to be leſs 
h than 20 Years of Age when Buchanan _ 
September 28. 1582. In the Year 1649, he 
would be Eighty ſeven Years of Age, and 
- conſequently incapable for the Work he 
vas employed in by Sir Robert Gordon; and 
therefore it muſt be falſe, that he was an 
Ear- witneſs to Buchanan's Confeſſion. 6thly, © 
If David Buchanan had been preſent in Bu- 
 chanan's Bed- chamber, when he emitted that 
Confeſſion, or if ever he had heard of ſuch 
a Thing, we may be very ſure he would 
have tranſmitted. it to Poſterity, when 
he makes ſo very free with his Couſin's 
Character, if he was his Couſin, which 
:1 very much doubt of: For he ſays 
of him, Erat auſtero FRE lolo cor- 
. poris habitu (inis moribus hic noſter) ſubagre= 
ſtis (w). Now, when Mr. Ruddiman (x) 
comes to repeat this Character of the great 
Man, whoſe Life he is deſcribing, he leaves 
out this Part, Ino moribus hic noſter, ſubugre- 
ſtis ſe. and inſerts another, which I wiſn 
he had forbore, Auſtero fuiſſe fupercilio ( "uy 
© ipſtus imagines adhuc 3 wy 
Ass to the firſt Part of this Character, 
that Buchanan was a Man of an auſtere or 
N 1 5 0 in bis une and ſomo- 
FE 7 18. what 


ra 'Vide 0 l de 88 Telimoniz, wal 
lauen, P. 13. & 14. (x) Buch. Vit. P. 11. 
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what ruftich, or Stiel in his Dreſs ; ' Mi. 


Ruddimay, very diſcreetly excuſes him a- 
terwards for it, on account of his great 
f Want of Health, and other Inconvenien- 
eies of old Age, which uſe to fret the beſt 
of Men, and make them uneaſy to their 
Friends and to themſelves tc d. And as to 
His Dreſs, that may be owing to his being a 
Batchelox all his Life. I know very good 
and learnęd Men at this Day. , to whom 
this Character. may be apply d, and yet 
they are — eſteemed as uſeful, 
Members of 8 For otherwiſe it is 
moſt certain, that Buchanan was a moſt ſa- 
cetious 1 Man in Converſation, 
and that render'd him fo, very acceptable 
to the French Nation, that Aar. Turueb 
ys, He does not thint there was @ polite M 
in France, tho: was not off Grarge vob: 
Han's Acquaintance. His Picture ſeems to. 


have been taken ſome ſnort While before his 


Death, and therefore it muſt not only adhuc 
but is penpetuum exhibite that Air and theſe, 
; * of his F 20e, that were taken at 

. 

» do talieve this other Part of Buckauay' 'S, 
Chasscter, that he Was moribus ſubagreſtir, 
ſomewhat ruſtick or - coarſe in his Morals, 
Was what Mr. Ruddiman did not think true; 


and it is cee. moſt emed * $9 or 
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« ſtructive, whereof he had Abundance; 
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. Sir Games Melbill's 8 P. 256. ; 
(x) Buch. Vit. P. 16. Col. 1. Ex quo autem in pitriain 
poſtremo reverſus, puriori is Pier nomen dit, eum vir- 
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Sir "On Metoil, His a ſays, # 


"W 


55 was pleaſant in Geese rehearſing 


* at all Occaſions Moralities ſhort and in- 


„ inventing where he wanted: He was al- 


© ſo,religious (). Nay, Mr. Raddimus him 


ſelf has given Buchanan as great and noble a 
Character, as perhaps has been given him by 
any Author whatſoever, which I ſhall air 
tranſcribe (2). From the Time, ſays 

* that Buchanan returned laſt to his e 


© Country, he joined the Reforniation; 


© and not only his own Writings, but the 
{ Teſtimonies alſo of others who ö enjoyed 
e his Converſation daily, declare, Thathe 


© cultivated all the Virtues, and eſpecially 7 
* lived a religious Life.” And then he re- 
peats with Commetidation what 1 have 
now quoted from Sir Famer Melvil. And 


in the ſame Page, Col. 2. he further fays, 
Een this is a Proof, that Buchanan gave 


ar * mag 
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tutes omnes, 2 ue imprimis 1 cokuifle, non modo 
fetüdine fruebantur, teſtimonia dec 5 

ibid. Col. 1. Pietati vero; Ancergale: Dei cultui ſtuduiffe, 
vel ilud indicio eſt, quod "aſi exempla, ſynodi PAY 
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Dalis, que Edinburgi haberi c 


reſes five Moderator eſſet electus, tum collegii Leonafdi 


Rector, nulloque ſacri muneris auctoramento honeftatus: _ 


ſpflus ſcripta, fed aliorüm etiam; e ejus 885 


a eft 25 unit, Anno 1567 7 


* 


Cn” 6 
1. he was choſen Moderator of the Genes : 
« ral Aſſembly. which met at Edinburgh | 
“ 25th. June, Anu. 1567; being then Prin? 
6. cipal of S.. Leonards College, and not 
t inveſted with the ſacred Office.” But in P. 
10. Col. 2. immediately preceeding, theſame 1 
Mr. Ruddiman gives him a quite different 
and black Character. For there, f. peaking { 
of Buchanan's. * Admonition' 0 the true Lords, | 
« In it, ſays Mr. Ruddiman +,/ he furiouſly; 
1 rages with an outrageous Boldneſs againif 
< all who fayoured the Exile Queen, eſpe- 
« cially againſt the Hamiltons; heendea® : 
, yours, with all his Might, to diſparage 
« and defame that moſt illuſtrious Family; 
60 and that deſerved ſo well of Scotland 
« With ſo: many Injuries, Reproaches and 
64 Slanders, that we have Reaſon to be ſor⸗ ; 
« ry for it, not ſo much fer that F ami $ 
c © Sake, as for Huchanun $ on Sake. Mr. 
diman can beſt explain how he came to 
hit upon ſuch inconſiſtent Characters, and 
which viſibly, deſtroy one another. We now: 
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Admonition to the true Lords, in omnes qui Reginæ exuli faves 
bant, præcipue Hamiltonios, immani audacia debacchatury 
tot injuriis, conviciis, & probris ; illuſtriſſim & de re Scotica 
optime meritæ familiæ famam & exiſtimationem dehone- 
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Bil , in fig hs was ar deftroiit 
ar muy be to cover all the ” Fahy in George 
Buchanan that were capable of Shelter. Laſts 
5, We ſhall ſhow from the famous Mr: 
Fames Melvin's Diary, who viſited Buchd- 
nan on his Death-bed ; that this Story from 
Mr. Sages Old Wite was really and truly 
ani lig. fabula, and as great a Romance as any 
| Thing i in Strada, ot any other Romance 
Writer. The impartial Reader will now 
fee, that, if Mr. Riddiman had conſidered 
this Matter; as he ought to have done, he 
would not have been determined to be- 
| Hevea Falſhood, to abuſe the Memory of | 
' the great — 5 whoſe Works he was dem. 
ployed to 8 
22 us 88 en: date When Buchan would 
bare repented. Mr. Rudiimun (a). fairly 
owns, that he repented not in/ the End of 
the Year 1579, When he wrote his own 
Life; * Becauſe this very Year; he had for 
e the firſt Time publiſhed his Dialogue De 
LL Regni apiud Scotos; in which Work 
te he defends and vindicates all that was 
* ſaid and done by himſelf and his Party 
6 againſt that moſt ſerene Prineeſs, Queen 
i Mary. Beſides; continues MF. Ruddimun, 
he had not as yet publiſhed his Hiftory ; 
IT, Ne on" => "Ui "TE then, 
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EB” 1 would either have ſupprele di in perpe- 
rad} Darkneſs, or, at leaſt, would have 
© purged it from that bitter ſlanderous Rail- 

* ing, with which he inveighs againſt 

« Marys Reputation.” It is obſervable, 

that if this Dialogue had contained ſuch diſ- 

.  obliging Things, or ſo nnacceptable to the 
Court, as Mr, Ruddiman here alledges, Bu- 
chanan would not have adventured the de- 
dicating of it to the King; at leaſt, that it 
would not have been licenſed with his Royal 
Privilege, and that not in his Minority, 
but probably ſoon after his Majeſty had 

taken upon himſelf the Adminiſtration of 

the Government, which he did this very 

Pear on the 8th of March 1579, as Mr. 
 Ruddiman (b) informs us from the | publick 

'* Records... Mr. - Ruddiman, without taking 
Notice of what he here ſays, in another 
Work (c) ſince that, tells us, That King 


James took upon himſelf; the Government, 


the 15th of | February 1578. Nihil turpius, 
- ſays Greero, quam quod in ſeri ptis obliviſceretur, 
quid paulo ante poſuifſet., Tho' this were not 


the Caſe, it ought to convince Mr. Rud- 


diman however, that Buchanan deſerved bet- 
ter Quarters than he met with from him, 
June” On: ney Tone; of . were 
not 


| © In nota ad FRY Ep. 28. P. 26. (c) Series Regum 
Scotia chronologica, before e $ Di . P. por 


| 


— 
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not f groſs as his. The Reader will ob- 
ſerve, that the Year with ys at that Time, 
and till January 1. 1600, commenced .the 
25th of March; ſo that there 18 1 Year, 
and about 21 Days of Difference, betwixt 
his two Accounts of that Matter: But, 
leaving Mr. Ruddiman to adjuſt this his laſt 
Account with the publick Records, I go 
on. We have much better Authority, that 
Buchanan did not then repent, and that is 
from this great Man himſelf, in his Letter 
to Mr. Daniel Rogers (4) at London, where- 
in he allows him to publiſh his Dialogue De 
Regno, “ ſo much the rather, ſays he, as it 


« was. reported, that ſome in Scotland were 
'* ſaid to be deſigning a Confutation of it: 
and if there be any in England, Continues 


? 


be, of the ſame Reſolution, as I doubt 
not there may be, I could wiſh they 


'* would do it while I'm alive, ' cuperen ut 
C 1% me Vivo facerent.” This Letter is 


dated at Edinburgh, November 9. 1 579. 

There is no Sign of Repentance here : 
Neither is it likely he repented all the while 
© be was writing his Hiſtory, and not till af- 


ter the Publication of it, and this Mr. Rud- 


diman ſeems to allow. And thus we have 
Buchanan clear of that vile Aſperſion, caſt 
on His e till within leſs than a 


| 8 s E 2 E Month 
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(e acquaints us, that Buchanan ſcarcely 
ved a whole Month after its Publication ; 


and I thall WILLS immediately, that 


He did not live the Half of that Tune, if 
\ ſo much, In this ſhort Period of Time, 
- there could not be many Copies of Bu- 
chanan s Hiſtory abrood, if any at all; but 

Poſlibly indeed, the King, to whom it is 


> ES A+ i #4 11 , > a £4 % 9 #4.) . 
dedicated, might have got a Copy of it 


(which yet T can ſcarce believe, as 1 ſhall - 


ſhew afterwards) and he might be nettled 
wich the tragical Accounts of bis Mother: 
For, we fnd, many Years after this, when 
the great Thuanus's Son was introduced to 
him (7), the Reception he gave him was, 
ls this the Pedant's Son, that miſcalled 
„ my Mother?“ A dg 


From this very Dedication, Camdens 


 Hearſay, is rendered highly improbable, nay, 
think, abſolutely falſe. It is dated IV. 
Calend. Septemb. that is, on the 2 gth Auguſt 


1382, and Buchanan died 28th September 


following. Now, if he had retracted or 


repented of whar ge wrote againſt Queen | 


Mari, the King's Mother, with what Con- 
Þdence could he have addreſs'd his Hiſtory 
to the Son? This, I'm confident, will have 


( Buck: Vit. P. 10. (H See Dr. Burnet againſt Parillas, 


# 


ath : For Mr. Ruddiman 


« 7 
= "7 Weight with all candid and hone 


n. 
1 am next to Pee the Reader wich an 
inconteſtable Demonſtration of the Fal- 
ſhood of Camden s Hearſay; and that is from 
the Diary of Mr. James Melvin, a Miniſter 
of iis © Church at that Time, and Brother 
to the famous Mr. Ardrew Melvin; for 
which we are obliged to the late Reverend 
and Learned Mr. Robert Modrow Miniſter 
at Eaſtwood, who was a curious Searcher 
into our Antiquities, and has left behind 
him many valuable and original Papers, 
among which this is dne, and at preſent in 
1 Poſſeſſion of his. 12 1 who has Tucceed- 
F rom-this Diary, is moſt faithfully taken 
the following moſt remarkable Paſſage, re- 
lating to the Subject we are now 1 
„Mr. Melvin ſays, ? That he went with his 
« Brother Andrew, and Thomas Buchanan (g. {| 
« to viſit Mr. George, in the Month of 
September, | Anno 1582: That they went 
= = Printing-houſe, and obſeryed that 
the Printer had come the Lengthof the 
8 . . eke his File, Where he 


oy "pes 8 


G& ) Both Wh AS 7 as the 1 were "then Mini- 
TE. of this Church, and all the Three are much mentioned 


in the Adds of Aeby, and by aur cee 
that Period, 


three remaining Books of his 


CETLY 


c 5 R of the Burial of David Rizzto; 


F 64 for which, without all Queſtion, he Was 


<- obnoxious to the Reſentment of the 
King: That this might procure a Stop to 
the Work, if not a total Suppreſſion of 
it. Thomas Buchanan, George's Kinſman, 


' < re prefented: the Risk he did run from 


40, Aan Wrath and Hatred of the King. «> Bb 
< whom George replied, Tell me, Man, 
„ whether I have written the Truth and Mat- 
ter Fa; Thomas anſwered, So think. 
Then George ſaid, I am not afraid of 
the Fury of the King and of his Cour- 
4 tiers; pray for me; let God order all 
Wh Things, provided that my Annals be 
<«< compleatly printed. fond 
From this Diary, it is -vithht, firſt, Thar 
— theſe three Clergymen viſited Bu- 
*chanay on his Death- bed, in September 1582, 
the 17th Book of his Hiſtory was juſt 
- finiſhing that very Day; and we may well 
ſuppoſe, that it would take up very near 
the reſt of the Month, in finiſhing the other 
Uittory : ſo 
that Buchanan ſcarce outlived the Publica. 
tion of it. 24h, It is moſt evident from 
*thence, that George Buchanan, who was a 
good religious Man, in the Opinion of Sir 
+ James. evil ; a devout, ſincerely pious 
Man; in Mr. Ruddiman s 9 Yoon 
his 
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bis bed at a Time, when dne 3 . 


think, he would declare the Truth, main 


tains it was all Truth and Matter of Fact, 


what he related on Queen Mary's Reign; 


and we have Mr. Thomas Buchanan's Teſti 


mony ſaying it was ſo. Laſth, - We ſee. 


how anxious Buchanan was, that his Annals 


or Hiſtory ſhould be publiſhed to the World, 
completely; which ſufficiently confutes Ro- 
bert Johnſton's impudent A formerly 
mentioned. This Piece of valuable Hi- 


: ſtory, contained in this Diary, will not only, | 
in the Opinion of every unprejudiced and 


impartial Perſon, carry off the vile Calumny 


and Aſperſion eaſt upon Buchanan s Memo- 
ry; but will even alſo convince Mr. Rud- 
diman, if he is ſincerely diſpoſed to receive 


the Truth, as, I hope, he is; and he muſt 
neceſſarily ſee, that this is better Authority 

than Camdes's Hearſay, or Mr. Sage's Anilis 
Fabula. It ſeems very plain, that if Bu- 


chanan was tampered with by the King or 
his Courtiers, to retract what he writ con- 
 cerning Queen Mary, it could not be when 


he was dying, nor in that Month of Sep- 
tember when he died nay, it behoved to 
be ſometime before the 23d Auguſt that 


Year ; becauſe Spor/wood (E) tells us, that 


the King s Perſon. was * at Ruthven 


_ * ＋ » - * 
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the 234 Agel 1592; and he ſeems not to 
have been at Edinburgh till the Eighth” of 


October (thereafter ; before ven Time 


Buchanan was dead and buried. At this 
Surprize at Rubven, Captain Smart and 
> Aubigny were removed from the Direction 


of the King and his Councils; and he wa: 


thereafter under the Direction of thoſe Who 


were friendly to Buchanan + Arid according- 
ly, Tm told, that Mr. Wogrow, in his Ms. 


Hiſtory of Bachunass Life, alledges, Bu. 
chanan's Hiſtory "had tlie Royal Privilege; 
mo Arbuthuets Edition bears bs ſuch Thing 
in its Fide-page. This we know' fot ce 
tain, that neither King nor Court offered 
any Indignity to Buchana# or his Works; 
till near two Years 'thereaſter, - when that 
pack Parliament met in the Year 1584, 
when his Hiſtory and- Dialogue were con. 
demned, the laſt of which, at leaf}; had 
been licenſed by the King's Authority, 
which was a little Rub on his Majeſty. I 


| have great Reaſon, therefore, to think, 


that Sir John Scot of Scoiſtarvet, in his fag. 


gering State F Scots Stateſmen (i), a MS. 
was impoſed up e 


dition he nar. 
rates, ys of Buchanan being ſummo Kh: , bes 


* fore he ON before the Privy "Copied 
5 for 


© See the . Quotation in Mr. e of. Bus 
thanan's Works, — Ears fe 


( » 


i for ſome Paſſage $ in his Hiſtory + too plaid” 5 


e of the King's Niall and Grancltuother; 
© 2nd that he told the Macer that ſummon- 
„ ed him, he was to compear befoi te an' 
e higher Judge, which fo fell out.“ My 
Reaſons are, Bachanar's Hiſtory: was not, 

nor could be publiſhed' till the October after 
his Death: Tri the ſecond Place, The King 
was not in Edinburgh; after his Perfon was 
ſ urpriſed. at Ruthven, till the 8th of October 
1582, and ſo no ſuch Order could be given, 
and his Privy Council; after that Sarpriſe,” 

would never "ates ſuch a Summons to be 
given him. If ever; thetefote, ſuch a 
Summons Was given him, it behoved to be, 
before his Majeſty ſet out for the North of 
Seotland,' and before his Surpriſe at Ruthven, 

us: 23d Ag 15823 but chen, as I ſaid,” 

Baichanan's Hiſtory was neither printed nor 
publiſhed. The Trauition, however, does 
not derogate ffom, but very much confirms'. 
] the Truth of Mr. Mekvin's Natration in his 


Diary : For, by it we ſee; that Bachauan I 


was tiot afraid of the heavier A rount he had 
to make, as Mr. Ruddiman moſt unchari- 
tably, and, 1 had alnioft faid; wWickedly 
aſſerts concerning him. This ſummoning”. 


of Buchanun upon his Death-bed, if true, „ 


and the Behaviour of the Parliament 1584; 


that condemned his ge r and 182 


— 2 


— 
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were the Beginning of the Meanneſs of 
that Reign, and a Preſage of the arbitrary 
and deſpotic Government that followed. I 
don't think, for the Reaſons already given, 
that the King went to viſit Buchanan on his 
Death- bed, and to tamper with him; but 
if he did, he juſtly merited from im the 


following Reprehenſion, as we have it in 
an antient Greek Poet, 


"Re dt 9 Nhl, & & TV ws , 18 
Otatiaei role offers rer, , der I 
laid r, £yov udn. Id d xaos is Th i nodes, 


RR —— Molefte admodum fero, fi tu me _audes 
Gculis rectis inſpicere, quem olim cum eſſes 


| Tuer adhic, ego docebam. * gratia quo recidit! 


Biſhop Nicolſon. 7 k ip juſtly obſerves, that 
| King James, © by his Way of Ruling af- 
e terwards, did not ſeem to be much taint- 
ed with his Tutor's Principles.“ And 
he might have added, if he had pleaſ ed, 


that he inſtilled ſuch Principles into his Son : 


| King Charles I. that proved his Ruin. 
his Matter receives ne ſmall Weight 
from the Silence of Buchanan s Cotempo- 
rary, Sir James Melvil, who was by no 
Means friendly to him, being e 
partium, and who exaggerates, 1 Mr. R 


diman s own Opinion, the Faults he lays to 


bis Charge, 1 mean his SO: and . 


8 ee, Bil. Lib. Pa 1 RE 
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lity in his old Day 5 The ſame may be ſaid 


of Vinzet, B len Barclay, and others 
of that papiſtical Crew, who, after Bu- 
chanan's Death, wrote againſt his Dialogue, 
and pretended to give a Confutation of it: 
But their Anſwers periſhed with themſelves, 
and the Dialogue, like a ſtrong Fortreſs, 
ſtands, as yet, impregnable. Mr. Ruddi- 
man (I) tells us, he did not adventure the 
attacking this Fortreſs ; in cauſe, ſays he, 
quod. dicitur, arcem nunquam invadimus ; that 
is, he did not formally lay Siege to it; but 
as true it is, he has been nibbling at the 


ſapping its Foundation, every where thro' 


his Notes on Buchana#'s Hiſtory. The 
Congreſſus, in Gordon of Straloch's Opinion 
at leaſt, and others of his Stamp, might 
have appeared, not ſo very impar, the For- 


treſs being built by one old Schoolmaſter, 


and attempted to be pulled down by ano- 
ther. However, I own, he was ſo much 
the wiſer, in not making his Approaches, 
but at a great Diſtance; for he might have 


got his Fi ingers burnt, or been e in the 


firſt Attack. | 
The Falſhood alſo of Ce 8 Hearkiy, 


is very much confirmed from Biſhop Spot 
wood's Silence. Had there been any Truth 
in Burbangs s repenting on his Death-bed 


before 
00 prfur Pag. 19. 


* 
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— Hnforgiths: King, 4 What he had writ a 
gainſt his Mother, Spofſpoad, who was then 
IG Years of Age, = for moſt Part reſid- 
ing in the Neighbourhood of Edinburgh, I 
mean at Calder, where his Father was Mi- 
niſter and Superintendent of Lothian, and in 
whoſe Charge, as Miniſter, he was ordain'd _ 
the Year following (; I ſay, had there 
been any Truth in that Matter, this active 
young Clergyman could not miſs to have 
heard it ; and conſidering how great a Sco- 
phant he was thereafter to King James, he 
would as ſurely have told it in his Hiſtory, 
where he gives Bochanon 8 Charagter, and 
ſpeaks « of his Death. | 
From all which, one may moſt juſtly 
Poor 15% that this Story of Buchgnan's Re- 
ntance, is a groſs Falſhood, and a vile 
Calan. thrown on the Memory of that 
Treat Man. The Archite@uz, or Maſter- 
uilder of which, to ſpeak in Mr. Ryddi- 
man s Stile, is Conulen, or the Retailers of 
it are Meſſieurs Sage and Ruddiman, without 
any Shame, or any Juſt or reaſonable | 
Foundation 
Mr. Ruddimar is 6 r from repenting ; 
| what he has faid on this Head, that he has 
| he Aſſurance 0 W in bis W to Mr. 


| Tu. 
6 2 0 * - 


i See Biſhop Gelee Life, prefix's to his Hiſtory, 
V % es © 8 * * 1 N od 


£4) 
-Logan Cu), That in his Opinion it is on 
che charitable Side the reporting that 
* Buchanan did r ent] and if he did not 
* repent, as Mr. Logan would have it, he 
„has now a heavier Account to make: And 
© whether he did or not, adds le, I am 
s ſure he ought to have repented. T have 
1 at great Length proved that Story of Bu-. 
chanan's Repentance to be a great 1 alſhood, 
and unjuſt to the Memory of that great 
Man; — therefore the : e and re- 
proaching him in this malicious Manner, 
can never be on the charitable Side. E harity, 
lays St. Paul, thinketh no Evil, rejoiceth not 
in Iniquity, but rejoiceth in the Ti ary And 
is not this Manner of ſpeaking, a moſt 
horrid and unwarrantable calumniating the 
Memory of a Man, vaſtly ſuperior to him · 
ſelf in every Reſpect, without detracting 
from Mr. Nadine s real Worth and Merit, 
as a great Scholar, and the firſt Gramma- 
rian of this Age? He has now, ſays Mr. 
Ruddimap, the heavier Accounts to make. 18 


| this like a Chriſtian ? For, ho art thou « 


that ju eſt another Man's Servant ? Judge not 
hoe 85 Time. Has Q. Mary fo e 
Accounts to make? And will ſhe not, at 
the great Day, be on a Level with the 
meaneſt A . * s aper another. 
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= theſe: many vile Reflections Mr. Rudd 
man has vumpt (o) up, firſt and laſt, againſt 
that truly great and good Man. Mr. 
Ruddiman farther ſays, / Buchanan did not 
repent, he is ſure £ aught to have repented. 
And I am of Opinion this is not quite ſo 
2 to the many in Buchanan's Time, 
and in every Period and Reign ſince, and 
to the many who at this Day believe, that 
what Buchanan wrote concerning Q. Mary, is, 
for moſt Part, Truth and Fact, notwithſtand- 
ing all the Attempts. made to varniſh over 
and diſguiſe her Hiſtory. If Buchanan has 
blacken'd her Reputation, as. theſe” Writers 
aſſert, has Sir James Melvil, her great Fa- 
yourite and Friend, -whiten'd it in his Me- 
mirs? Has Mr. Jahn Spotſwood Superinten- 
dent of Lothian, the Archbiſhop's Father, 
a very eminent Man, living in the Time, 
and at no great Diſtance from the Scene of 
Action; has he, I fay, whiten'd it in his 
| Mina e e ta 8880 within his Dio- 
ene 
( This is a Wordin reat ne Hun theſe Hiph-fliers,” 
Sage and Keith, when railing againſt Buchanan; the firſt uſes 
it in his Introduction to Hawthornden's Hiſtory; the other i in 
his Hiftory, at the Foot of Pag. 326. * Mr. Buchanan, Jo” 
he, vanips up very pretty Flouriſhes againſt Riccjo.”- A 
Phraſe, I am perſuaded, not otherwiſe to be found in any, 
Engliſh Author, good or bad: Such is the Propriety in the 
Language of that Writer! Let that Gentleman- compare. 
what Sir James Melvil, and his good Prelate Spot ſwood, 


have vampt up againft that moſt worthleſs Miſcreant, and 
ke'll find he e pretty * the ſame, I 


14 ) 


eſe (p 52 It is blacker and worſe than any”. 
Thing Buchanan has faid of her. This A 
monition is indeed very pithy, ſays Keith, 
MosT.:SPITEFUL ſays Ruddiman (q), aud 
which nothing but hit Ignorance of the true 
Matter of | Fad, and 'the Madneſs of theſe 
Times can excuſe. Mr. Keith. here \fergit* 
humi, creeps on the Ground for once, 
whereas Mr. Ruddiman caput inter nubilu 
condit, hides his Head among the Clouds, 
ſo high does/ he ſoar above the other; he 
ſtands at nothing. But it is well known, 
Mr. Sporſiuood was a Man of a fine. Chara- 
cter, of great Eſteem and Note in thoſe 
Times, and had better Acceſs to know the 
Truth, than any Man now living can pre- 
tend to. Does this worthy Man's Son, and 
Succeſſor in Office, as Miniſter: of Calder; 
thereafter Archbiſhop of Glaſgow, and laſt. 
of all of St. Andrews, and Chancellor of 
| Scotland ; Does he, I fay,. whites Q. Marys 
Reputation? ,* Does not he, ſays. the fa 
4 . ee and Learned Mr. John Ander- 
& ſon (r), tell the Story of Signor Davie 
% much after the ſame Way with Baciu- 
« 


nan? Does not he tell of the horrid Abuſe 


66 


*. the * Kingip Tek: with at . Fil, how. be 
* See "is 1 of FELT in eb Hino 


Pig dr. (4) Anſwer, Pag. 203. (7) Defence againſt 
' Rhind, Pag. 315. Fi 
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„ as neither admitted to be 


© to the Feaſt? How the foreign Anibaſſhs" 
t dors were diſcharged to fee 6r ſalute 
& him ; and ſuch of the Nobility, as vouch®” 
© fafed him a Viſit, were frown'd upon by. 
the Court; arid he at laſt diſmiſs d with a 
e Poe of Poiſon in his Guts. Does be 
©. not expreſly tell, that the King "was 
© murdered by Bothwell and the © uter's' 
*, Domeſticks 7 Does not all the World "Hibs 
© "that her Majeſty afterward married the 
4 Murderer, and that too upon à Divorce- 
& from the Lady ran Gordon his Wife, Oh. 
t* tain'd in the moſt ſcandalous Manner? 
© Does not | Sorſword relate all theſe 
e Things? Mr: Rudlinun will not 5 
That Archbiſhop-Spotjfwood Was one of the 
wicked Reformer; neither i he ay, That 
what he wrote about Q. Mary, was 
thro' Ignorunce of the he fatter of Fat: 


For We are told in his Life, thai he had 


« not only che Uſe of all the Regiſters: 
„ both of Church and State in MET 1 
„but of all Letters of State that ccd 


any way concern the Wofk he was a- 


“bout. And certain it is, that, in meſt' 
Things relating to this Period he follows 
8 nox and . for which a Keith 
OT hs bens 


* * 4 Pp ” * 
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preſent e af the 3 
* Baptiſm of his Son, nor Taffered. to come 
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ſeems vety ill. pleaſed with kim. Oocen ; 
Mary's Actions have been ſo very diſagree- 
able and diſtaſteful to Biſhop Shν]⁰,ĩté 
that when K. James put him upon the Wi- 
ting of his Hiſtory, he addreſs d the King 
in the following Manner, as we have it in 
his Life, prefix d to his Hiſtory: It is not 
* unknown to your Majeſty (faith, the Bi- 
* ſhop, being willing enough to ſind an hand- 
« ſome Excuſe) that your Majeſty's Mother 
6c 4 vOng: defamed by the bold Writings, of a 

malicious Party, and the Credulties of 
6 eaſy y. People (who, to avoid the Trouble 
« of ſearching into them, uſe to ſwallow. 
4 ſuch Reports as theſe without chewing) 
&* hath not leſt a clear Name behind ber. And, 
el in mine o] particular Judgment, I 

« cannot join with them in thoſe Scandals, 
„ Which they have with ſo malicious a 
« Fal (e). caſt upon her; ſo your 
9 * Majeſty muſt give me Leave to ſay; That 
in all-Things ſbe did, I cannot approve/her <. 
And being of Neceſſity to ſpeak. of her 
«in the Series of. this Huge „ What to do 
“ therein, I know not. To whom the 
King reply d. Speak the Truth, Man, and 
« ſpare not.” It is exceeding curious to. 
n this great ef a Laure; — 8 


001 . and before, the Biſhop moſt unmercifully 0 
kis worthy Father, for his Admonition, 
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ee peaking to the King about his Mother, EY 
and telling, him, She had not left a clear 
Name behind her, and that in all Things be 
cannot approve her: And when wi; » 
compared with the Account already given 
from his Hiſtory of the Queen, in which 
he follows Buchanan, and differs very little 
from him, one cannot miſs to obſerve the 
Biſhop's Inconſiſtency with himſelf, when, in 
his Character of Buchanan, he ſays, That 
«all all wiſe Men have diſliked his Bitterneſs 
in writing of the Queen and Troubles of 
«the Time.” And as for the King's An- 
ſwer, it is certain he afterwards chang'd his 
Mind, after he had been ſome Years in Eng- 
land,” and was beginning to graſp at deſpo- 
tick and arbitrary Power. This is moſt 
evident from 1/aac C aſaubon and Camden, 
their Letters written in the King's Name, | 
and by his Direction, on that Head, to the 
moſt illuſtrious Preſident Monſ. de Thou, 
and from his Anſwers to them, in that Col- 
lection of Camden's Letters, publiſhed by 
Dr. Thoma Smith, London 1691; one of 
which ſhall be inſert i in the Appendix to this 
Vindication, as giving great Light to the 
Affair we are now upon, and beſides con- 
taining an Apology for himſelf for follow- be 
ing Buchanan in What n . M ary 8 
e N Pot ons , 
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\{Meniies ive alia es theſes:  emi- 
nent Men. — with reſpect to Q. Mary 
and her Management, in Confirmation of 
Buchanan s Hiſtory, and who were alſo his 
Cotemporaries; for Biſhop Spar/wood. may 


be juſtly reckoned ſuch, as "belng 16 Lears 


of Age when Buchanan died. I proceed 
next — preſent the Reader with the Relation 
of two Reman Catholicks on that Head, and 
who lived alſo at that Time, which I per- 
ſwade myſelf will be the more wen 
as they are rare and curious. 
The firſt is, Giovani B 1 Allriani, 
Gentilhuna Fiorentino, his Hiſtory of his own 
Time, writ in Halian, printed Anno 1583 
in Fol. and thereafter at Venice in 1 587, 
2 Vols. 4to, impreſſo Bern. Quinti, and pu- 
* _ by the Author's Son M arcello A. 
T bis curious Piece contains the Hiſto- 

hoy of Affairs in Europe, but eſpecially in 
Italy, from the 1536 to the 1573. The 
Author, after having ſlightly touched at 
the Confuſions in Scotland, under Q. Mary, 
n a deal of Rancour and Fury 
againſt the Proteſtants, as the Enemies of 
Religion; and with Reſpect to Lord Daru- 
ley's Death, delivers himſelf thus, Tom. 2. 
p. 1353 ad An. 1566, according as it is 
ttanſlated. Aſter this, many were the 
©; "OR: that befel that Kingdom, her 
G2 ws 9 


wy 


* (Queets Mary's) Husband not long after 
„ Was found Al rn; together with his 
Page, nor Was it well known by whom; 
there was however a ſtrong Opinion, 
„that it was done with her Conſent} the 
r having afterwards married one of the 
4 Lords of her own Kingdom, the very 
Perſon who was eſteemed the Author of 
her firſt Husband's Murder; upon which 
4 ſhe incurred an univerſal- Odium, and 
was kept by her Adverſaries in a cloſe 
7 Priſon, well gear ed, and quite ſurroun- 
* ded. with” Water; from which Place 
% afterwards; by the Aſſiſtance of a ſingle 


* Page, having found Means to come at 


* the Keys of the Priſon, ſne went aboard 
4a ſmall Boat, and fled towards the Bor- 
«ders of England, perhaps with a Deſign 
to paſs over from thence into Wande, 
where Queen Eliſabeth ſtopt her, and 
8 . her there for ſome Time in courts | 
<-0u$- Priſon, nor Was the ever able to 
i reſcue herſelf: from it.“ This whole Pa- 
g © ragraph-i is extracted from the MS. An- 
ſwers to Mr. Ruddimar's Preface to Bucha- 
nuns Works, which I had by the Favour 
of the Reverend a 1d Learned Clergyman, 
l e Cuſtody that Work at preſent is. 
oP he next is Ruggeriur Tritonius, Abbot 
_of- ee Secretary to Vincents Laureus, 
09295”) I 3 


C93 ) 
Cardinal de Monte Reguli, who was ſent 
Nuncio from Pope Pius V. to Queen — 
to aſſiſt her with his Counſel in the Exti 
tion of Hereſy, and was waiting in Flanders 
for Orders om the: Queen to come over 
into Scotland, at the Time when the King 
Was murdered, and who kept an exact Cor 
reſpondence with the Raman Catholics here 
in Scotland. This Author ſo very well qua- 
lified, not only from the ſaid Corteſpon- 
dence, but alſo from the Cardinal's Adver- 
aria, in the Life of the ſaid Cardinal, prin- 
ted at Bouonia in 40, apud Heredes Johunnis 
Roſſi cio. io. ic. i. e. 1599. Superiorum per- 
miſſu, gives the ſame Account of Darnleys 
Murder, and of the Queen's Marriage witk 
Bothwell his Murderer, as Buchanan does, 
which greatly eſtabliſhes that celebrated 
Author's Account of that Matter. See Bi- 
ſhop Burnet's Hiſtory of the Reformation, 
Vol. III. Appendix; and beſides, the Abbot 
adds, from Pag. 19,—31, as quoted by the 
late learned Mr. Auderſon, in his Defence 

againſt Rhind, Pag. 316, That when the 
< Nobility told her Majeſty, that they hall 
taken up Arms for bringing Bothwell to 
Puniſhment for murdering the King, and 

for the Violence done herſelf by him: 
<6 "0 2 Waal, and toltl 
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„ them be had done nothing wichourher | 

„„ got mot onngs. | 
As this Teſtimony 1 a — C ifirma- 15 
tion of Bachanaus Narration; ſo it is a 
Commentary upon, and Confirmation of 
what Sir James Metvil: ſays in his Memoirs 
(ii, that when the Queen, Huntly and himſelf, 
were ſurpriſec 
his Friends, betwixt Edinburgh and Linlith- 
gow, Captain Blackater alledged to Sir James, 
that it was with the Queen's own Conſent, 
I very well know, that Mr. Ruddiman in his 
Preface to Buchanar's Works (ug, ſtrains 
hard to elude this Teſtimony of the Abbot 
of Pignerol, or rather of Cardinal Laurens, 
by the mott pitiful ſhuffling Evaſions, that 
ever any Man: uſed. He begins with a 
'Sneer at Biſhop Burnet, for looking upor 
this Teſtimony as an Acbillenn Argument, 
as he is pleaſed to call it, in Confirmation 1 
of Buchanau's Narration. Why, ſo it is, as 
4s ulſo the other, and not to — eluded ſo 
eaſily, as Mr. Ruddiman apprehends. They 
are Teſtimonies from Adverſaries, ſtrong 
| Catholics, and rather inclined to be on the 
Queen's Side, if they had not been ſtrong- 
1y influenced by the Force of Truth. To 
ſatisfy the Reader's Curioſity, / I-ſhall give 
kim e of } r. Ruddiman' 8 3 
} ;."*= in 
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and taken by ee and * 


ö 


2 1 from which be may judge 
of the reſt. He ſays, If the Abbes Re- 


t lation is taken 3 the Cardinal's Papers, 


« the Cardinal may be thought to be eu. 
3 © raged and provok'd on Account. of the 


Stops and Delays he got to accompliſh 
his Legation. For Anſwer: The Car- 
dimal of himſelf ſtopt at Bruſſels, to wait 

for a favourable Opportunity to come over 
to Scotland to execute his Commiſſion; but 
he very well knew of the Queen's good 


Intentions, . ſhe being bred up from her In- 


fancy in the Romay Communion, and all 
along very much addicted to that Superſli- 
tion; and therefore, he had no Reaſon to 
blame her for the Stops he met with. They 
were, on the contrary, owing to the 


Nance ſhe had from F rauce and Raue, was 
able to cruſn. 
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_ Progreſs of the Reformation, which the 
: Ga herſelf, not even, with all the A- 
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PART I 


Containing a Vindication of Buckiatidn 
From the horrible duc rene he is 
| charged with to Queen Mary, in ex- 
tolling ber ſo high, his aalen 
of bis Paraphraſe of the Pſalms, 
and thereafter writing fo bitterly 
earn ber, in the Detection and 


Viltory. 


Te 401 Vare; e 2 2 
oy nemus omne canet. Nec Pheebo gratior all * 
e 1 * Vati n Pagina nomen. Fe. 


| 1 E Perkins he ect Buckanan'of 
this Ingratitude are, Robert Jonſon 
N in bis Hiſt. rerum Britannicarum; 
Mr. Inne. of the Sofbon, and eſpe- 
cially Mr: Ruddiman in his Notes on Bu- 
_ chanan's Life, and lately in his truly excel- 
 lentVindication of the Parophraſe againſt Mr. 
| TR Our * flying Writers are eſpe- 
| . "= | | * 
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cially prejudiced againſt ſome Men, who 
have made 4 noble Stand in Defence of the 
Liberty of their Country, and for the juſt 
Rights and Privileges of it. Their Paſſion 
is in a remarkable Manner to be ſeen againſt 
the Earl of Murray, Buchanan, K ox, and 
other great Men at the Time of our Re- 
formation from Popery; for when they are 
once mentioned, if Queen Mary be but in 
the leaſt concerned, they then loſe Temper 
quite, and are enraged not only ſupra bo- 
num atque honeſtum, but really they obſerve 
no Bounds, almoſt at all, even when they 
have little or no Foundation for their Aſ- 
ſertions. This is very much to be ſeen in 
the preſent Caſe; I mean, in the Jagratitude 
they charge Buchanan with. Buchanan's In- 
gratitude, according to theſe Authors, is 
founded on Queen Mary's Manificence to him, 
which he experienced; in many other Things, 
but in this eſpecially: (a), That ſhe made choice 
. of him alone for Preceptor to her Son, and that 
before he was born. Mr. Ruddiman (b) ſays, 
That Buchanan was ſent for from France, 
© towards the End of the Year 1565, by 
Queen Mary, who then perceived her- 

„ ſelf with Child, to have the Cate of the 
Education of her Child to be born; for 
the provident Queen, who herſelf was 
) vit. Buch, Pag. 9. Col. 2. (6) Ibid Pag, 8. Col. 2, 


; 


| Zh 


Leſſor of Greek in the aeg g of- Edinburgh, 


* aw» 


#6; inſtructed in the. liberal Arts, and that, 


N 


* as ſome think, by Buchanan s Aſiſtance, 
5 ſeems even then to have fixt upon him, 
by far the moſt learned of all her Sub- 


jects, for Preceptor to her Son, if in Bag 


1 


6 Hs wm the ſhould bring forth one.” 


gth, which 1 Arit- quoted, he 55. 5 That 


Buchanan being recalled from France by 
. the Queen, as it would appear towards 
the End of 1 563. The next Year he 


vas appointed by her one of the Profeſ- 
. ſors, or rather Princi pal, of St. Leonards 
College in St. Andrews,” In his Vindi- 


cation of Buchanan 's Paraphraſe, Pag. 370. 
And I am ſorry to add, ſays he, that the 
4 barbarous.Treatment ſhe (the Queen) met 
. with from this ſame Buchanan (When he 

% changed his Note ſoon after) and her 


other rebellious Subjects, gave her but 
„ too much Occaſion to read that Book 


% (the Pſalms) more than any other.” 
.* Buchanan, ſays Jouſton, bitterly upbraids 
Queen Mary with the moſt abominable 
45 Things, not remembring the Poems he 
+ had writ'a little before, to the Memory 
. f her Virtue. Now, this is the Sum 
of the, Charge againſt Buchangn for Ingra- 


. titude to Queen, Mary. As to which in ge- 
neral, the learned Mr. Hunter, preſent Pro- 


* 
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1 4 Note on thar famous Epjgran, had 
u this moſt ſatisf) 


ing Anſwer, If 
Buthanan, fays he, afterwards wrote any. 


* Thin "harſher again ainſt her, to be {are he 


« thought he afjerwards found Reaſon for 
it; hor ought this very great Encomium 


« on the Queen by the Poet, ſupported by 
* true Opinion, hinder him as an ' Hiſtorian 


* from relating wharhe afterwards thought 


« proper.” 85 Nay, Mr. Rudgimim bimſelf 
think fo too. Bur to leave this, 
* fays he (eds which 1 muſt own lies 
7% 85 upon our Author's Memory as an 
« Hiſtorian, tho his Character as A Poet is 
% not in the leaſt affected by it.” What 
Mr. Hunter has faid, and what Mr. Rudii- 
man himſelf here owns, yindicate Buchanan 
as a Poet, and for changing his Note after- 
wards as an Hiſtorian, he has been prett 


ſeems to 


much juſtified already by his Contempo- 


rary Writers, by the learned Mr. Anderſon 
in bis valuable Collections, and will be 
more fully ſo, when the learned Anſwers 
to Mr.” Ruddiman's Preface and Notes on 


Buchanan ſhall be publiſhed, | "Mr. Ruddiman 


bas very artfully laid out Buchanaus Ingra- 


titude to Queen Mary, that, if what he 


| as were true, it could not fail to Place 
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him in a a very diſadvantageous Light ; but 
the Reader will find from a particular Exd- 
mination of it, that there is not one Word 
of Truth in it from firſt to laſt. 
When Buchanan returned into his native 
Coumtry, after his long Peregrination or 
Exile, as he calls it, is not eaſy to determine. 
Some very great Men affirm, it was in the 
Vear 1560 or thereabout. Mr. Ruddiman, 
on the contrary, maintains he did not re- 
turn till the Year 1563. Each of them 
have very probable. Conjectures on their 
Side. I incline to think he returned with 
his Pupil, the Lord James, Prior of St. Au- 
drews, in May 1561, and that for jos 
Years — Pi he lived in his Houſe 
there. This much is moſt certain, that 
he was a Member of the General Aſſembly 
of this Church, which met at Edinburgh 
the 2 5th December: 1563, when they ap- 
point the Earl Marſhall, Lord Ruthven, 
Lord Secretary, the Commendaire of & — 
ning, the Biſhop of Orkney, the Clerk of 
Regiſter, the Juſtice-clerk, Mr. Henry Bal. 
naves, David Forreſt and Mr. George Bu- 
 chanan, to reviſe the Book of cipline, 
and report their Judgments in Writing to 
the next Aſſetnbly. This Thave-ſeen in an 
old Copy of the firſt General Aſſemblies of 
5 this Church, purchaſed lately at the Sale of 


the 


— 


he Harlan Library; and the ſame may 
be alſo ſeen in Keith's Hiſtory, Pag. 529. 
Now, it is not probable he would have 
been a Member of that Aſſembly, if he 
had not been reſiding for ſome conſiderable 
_ in Scotland before tliat. However, it 
is agreed on all Hands, that Queen Mary 
ſrt. ae to Scotland, in Auguſt 1561, on 
the 19th Day according to Knox, whom 
Mr. Keith ſeems to prefer to all our other 
Hiſtorians, even to Biſhop-Lefly, who came 
over with the Queen. Buchanan s Epigram 
to Queen Mary, ſeems to have been writ 
not long after her Arrival; when the great- 
eſt Joy was expreſt upon ſeeing their So- 
vereign, a young Widow: Lady, Nuneteen 
Fears of Age, endued with. the greateſt 
* Accompliſhments both of Body and Mind, 
_ © ſafely arrived, when it was believed, there 
was an Engl; FA Fleet out at Sea to intercept 
her; and above all, they rejoiced to ſee her 
- delivered from the Clutches of the Cardinal 
of Larain her Uncle; and on that Account, 
they wiſh' d and hoped ſhe would not be ſo 
violent an Enemy to the Reformation, eſta- 
. e by Law the preceeding Vear. Sir 
James Meluil, Mem. Pag. 61, tells us, that 
oO was adviſed by M. Martigues, la Braſſe, 
D'Oſel, and others of her Friends, who had 
ich returned to Frauce from Scotland, to 
© | temporize, 


ang yet he pretends himſelf to 
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tfemnr 0 Re, and to repoſe moſt upon thoſe $ 
of the reformed” Religion. © Accordingly, 
within a few Days after her Arrival, ſhe 
iſſued out a Proclamation; That nane 
tak upon Hand, privatly or oppinly, 10 
* maik any Alteration or Innovation of 
„the Stait / Religion, or attempt any 
„Thing agains the fame, quhilk her Ma- 
« jeſty fand publichlie and uni verſallie N- 
4 ING at hir Majeſties Atryval in this her 
*KRealme, . — the Pane of Deyth (g. 
To the ſame Purpoſe ſhe emits another Pro- 
clamation, the laſt Day of May 1562. In 
ſuch a Situation of Affairs, and when there 
were ſuch great Hopes and Expectations, 
che Queen was a very proper Perſon, to 
whom Buchdnan ſhould dedicate his 1 — 
tal Paraphraſe. And accordingly, n 
many Months after this laſt D <-.f 
we are informed by the famous Printer, 
Harry Stephens, that he had Buchanan's Pa- 
raphraſe of the Pſalms in his Hands, which 
he was immediately to publiſn; tho he did 
not men it a en Waben rene 


. for 


7 See Knox + and Keith s Hiſt. The Reader may obſerve, 
24 the Queen does not here tteat the Parliament 1560, or 
the Reformation, then eſtabliſh'd, in [ſuch a vilifying and 

| ſcandalous Manner, as does Mr. Keith, who calls it the pre- 
- tended Parliament,” and the Reformation, the new - Religidn, 
e a Minifter of the new Re- 


ligion. If he would * of Tr. Wee there * be 
nothing | in it. 
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fot which various Reaſons are aſſigned. 
This he tells us, in the Preface to the Liber 
 Bſalmoran cum Catholica Expoſitione Eccleſs- 
wſtica,, which he -publilhes, Anm 1562. 
Now, it is worth while to obſerve, that 
Buchanan s Paraphraſe was in Harry Stephen's 
Cuſtody more than 2 Years'before that in- 
famous Wrerch „Seignior Davie Rixio; the 
Talian Fidler, was fo powerful at Court, 
and the Queen's ſpecial F avourite, more 
than 3 Tears before the King „the Queen's 
-Husband, was murdered b y Bothwell and 
the Queen's Domeſticks ; and about 3 Years 
and a Half before the Queen's ſcandalous 
Marriage with her . s Murderer 
Bothwell, which Buchaitan, in Imitation of 
an antient Poet in Cicero, calls her innuptas 
nuptiac, an unlucky or ill made Match. "Theſe 
are the three grand Stains upon het Reputa- 
tion, which her en Admirets can never 
clear her of. | 36 

Mr. Naias ſays, that Bickenas chung ed 
' dis Note ſoon after, that is, ſoon — he 
vote the Epigram; and J ſuppoſe he means, 
when he wrote the Detection. As to which 
Book, Mr. Ruddiman in His Preface. (e) 
tells us, that it was Ow in the ſame Year 
with the Dialogue de jure Regnj, that is, 


NOS to him 2 Lao 1569, ot 


ian 


| & © Pag. 19. 0 Pref: Pag. 16. 


wr, 
4 


think this /econd was 


TH) 


khatit was publiſhed Anno 157 1. But Mr. 
Rudi man, in his Continuation of Buchanan 


Life, Pag. 10. inconſiſtently indeed with 
himſelf, ſays the Detection was wrote by 
him Ar 1368, when the Conference at 
York was appointed by Queen Eliſabeth, and 


that it was wrote by Murray's Orders. See 


: "x r . 4 . . A + 
alſo his Note on Hiſt. Lib. XIX. Pag. 461. 
Now, from this it appears, it was 6 Years 


at leaſt after he wrote the Epigram, which 


was not ſo very ſoon after. Both Biſhoj 
"Nicolſon ( g) and Mr. Ruddiman ſeem to 
think, that Buchanan wrote the Detection in 
Latin firſt, and the Biſhop expreſly ſays, 
that the ſame was afterwards publiſhed in 
the Scotch Language: But from Mr. Ander- 
for's Collections, it rather ſeems evident, 
that Buchanan wrote it in the old Scots 
Language, and that it was printed at St. 
Andrews, Anno 1571, by Robert Lekpre- 
vick, not in t572, as Sir Robert Sibbald and 
the Biſhop think, in the black Character, 


and ſoon thereafter it was re printed in Eng- 


o . - 7 


land, ih the ſame black Character, but fa- 


ſhioned according to the Idiom of the then 


 Engliſh\ Language, but not ſo correctly 


done; and being in the ſame Character 
with the firſt Edition, has made many 
the ſame with the firſt 
- N 1ͤö "Ro 

"(8) Scot. Hiſt, Lib. Pag. 357. 3 


* * 


Edition of it; and 3 this ** Edi. 
tion, the Freuch Verſion, very probably, 

was made, but with ſome Additions, and 
from that the Latin Copy of the Detection, 
which is not Buchanan's, which any Body, 
that has but a tolerable Knowledge of the 
Latin, muſt ſee has nothing of the Purity 
and Elegance of Buchanan s Diction, there 
being beſides many Galliciſms in it: And 
this poſſibly may ſerve as a Key to the grand 
Performance we are promiſed on this Head 
by Mr. Ruaddiman s Friend. This Affair, 
and many others relating to Buchanan 
Writings and Reputation, will, I hope, be 
ſoon communicated to the Publick. Mean 

while, I cannot but obſerve, that it is falſe 
what Mr. Ruddiman here aſſerts, That Bu- 
chanan wrote the Detection by Murray's. Or- 
ders. Out learned Antiquary, Mr. An. 
derſon,. in his Collections, Vol. II. Pag g. 
260, gives the Copy of a Letter from a 
Gentleman at that Time, by which we are 
informed, that the Detection was writ: be- 
fore the Regent ſet out on his Jonrney for 
York, not by Murray's Orders, but from 
„Inſtructions Buchanan received from the 
Lords of the Privy Council, at a Conference 
they had, which B was directed by 
them to put in Order, that they reviewed it 
* and 1 5 5 of . : 
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I come next to conſider what Mr. Rad. 
e advances to found B uchanan's nd 
titude to Queen Mary, 2 

In the firſt Place he ſays, That Baek 
experienced Queen Mary's Bounty in many 
Things. In many Things; Pray what were 


theſe? He condeſcends only on two In- 


ſtances, her ſending for him from France 


towards the End of 1565, when ſhe found 
herſelf with Child, to be Preceptor to her 


Son, if ſhe-bore one; and the Year -there- 


after appointing him Principal of St. Leo- 


vard's College. Now, theſe Inſtances are 


not only highly incredible, but alſo falſe, 


as we ſhall ſee preſently; nay Mr. Ruddi- 
man himſelf owns, with reſpect to the firſt 
—＋ that he has no good Authority for 

He is therefore here publickly challen- 
we to be more particular; it is undoubted- 


ly barbarous and cruel to call a Man un- 


crateful in ſuch a general Manner, ef] pecial 
ly when he has no Voucher for it. 
As to the firſ# Inſtance the Queen's ſen- 


ding for him from Fraxce in the End of the 


1565, when ſhe found herſelf with Child, 
to be Preceptor to her Son, if ſhe bore one; 
this Inſtance, I fay, is highly incredible on 
ſeveral Accounts. In the firſt Place, Queen 
Mary was little more than. three Months 


"= Wai Child at that Time ; for King 
| I: E James 


TE) 


; James v was born June 19. 1 5663 and few, 
even the greateſt Princeſſes, hardly ever pu- 


bliſi their Pregnancy ſo very ſoon. Beſides, 
the did not know whether ſhe was with 
Child of a Boy or a Girl, or whether ſhe 
Was to bear a living or dead Child? Would 
" the then, or any Woman of ordinar) 5 Pru- 
dence, in ſuch an Uncertainty, invite home 
any Man to be Preceptor to her Child, 


little more than three Months in her Belly, 


and beſides, he could not be under his Care 
for ſome Years thereafter? Any Man that 
can ſwallow this, may ſwallow the greateſt. 
Abſurdity with Eaſe. In the /econd Place, 
Q. Mary was bred up a zealous Papiſt, e- 
ducated in all the Fooleries and Superſtition, : 
of the Church of Rome: Is it credible then, 
that ſhe would invite home Buchanan, a no 


leſs zealous Proteſtant, and who but 2 Years 


before wasa Member of the General Aſſemb! 5 


to be a Preceptor to her Son? No, it is not 
credible. She would rather, to be ſure, 
have choſen one of her own Religion, who 


might train up her Son a Cathelick, in hopes 
he might extirpate Hereſy out of the King- 
dom, and re- unite it again to the Boſom of 
the Church. Mr. Ruddiman ſeems to have 


been ſenſible of this Abſurdity, and there- 


fare he adds ( 9. 1 ae there be no 9 7 
| —_y 
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60 Authority for theſe Things [nay, there 
« is none at all] yet many Things ſeem to 
confirm them; eſpecially this, that other- 

7 wiſe we ſhall find no Senfe in Lucas Fru- 
e ferius's Letter to Buchanan.” Now this 
Letter has no other Date, than that it was 
writ Kal. Feb. and contains ſome obſcure 
Verſes, af which he can find no Meaning 
himſelf that can be depended on, and 
which he has handſomely enough drefs'd up 
to render Buchanan's Ingratitude probable. 
He alledges this Letter muſt be writ on the 
Firſt of February 1566, and before the 
Summer of that Year, becauſe Fruterius 
then died. No, ſays Burman, that can't 
be, becauſe Fruteriu died in the Month of 
Marob thatYear, and he gueſſes it was writ in 
Vebruaty 1565. It is groping in the dark 
in both, and it is hard to rate a Man for In- 
gratitude upon ſuch Gueſs- work. Beſides, 
we don't at all find, that Biichavas reſorted 
much to Q. Mary's Court either before or 
after her Marriage with Lord Daray: And 
this alone renders the whole of Frs ruterius's' 
obſcure Verſes an abſolute Joke. 
It is moſt evident from the Recerd of 
the Privy Council of Scotland, which Mr; 
| Ruddiman gives us (i), that Buchanan was 
promoted to the Honour of being the King's 


Fre- 
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Preceptor, not by the Queen, for then ſhe 
had no Power. or Authority, but by the 
Lords of Secret Council, and others of 
the Nobility and Eſtates, conveened for 
taking Ordel in the Affairs of this Com- 
monwealth, among other Things being 
careful of the King's Majeſty's Preſervation 
and good Education, as the Preamble of 
that Record bears, in the Vear 1 569, and 
that after the Earl of Murray was baſely 
murder d at Linlithgow, as we ſhall geen 
And therefore a Correction is neceſſary to | 
the laſt Sentence of Buchanan Life. A 
<. preſentia, ſays he, . quar- 
tum annum agens, apud Jacobum Sex- 
tum Scotorum regem, cui erudiendo erat 
4 præfectus Anno milleſimo quingenteſimo 
« — quinto, ſenectutis ſuæ malis 
< fractus, portum exoptags agit,” Here, 
thro' the Oſcitancy of Blbbanaus Amanu- 
enſis, or the Printer's Careleſneſs, it has 
obtained thro all the Editions af Bachanan's 
Life, that he was appointed Preceptor to 
the King in the Year 1565, which was im- 
poſlible, as Mr. Ruddiman juſtly obſerves, 
| becauſe» the King was not born that Year, 
and, as I ſhewed before, the Queen was 
little more than three Months gone with 
Child; and therefore Mr. Ruddimay's Cor- 
| redtion, That, inſtead of guinto, it put 
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be FREY is moſt reaſonable, and ſo it ou 

to be amended. And by the firſt Part of 
this Sentence, we find, that Buchanan had 
finiſhed the Writing of his Life, before the 
Firſt - of February' 1580, for then he was 
74 Tears out. ; 

. We come next to conſider the 7 ahve? Ins 
ſtance of Buchanan s Ingratitude to Queen 
Maury, condeſcended upon by Mr. Rudd: 
man, and that is, that in the Year 1566z 
after he had come over from France upon 
her Invitation, ſhe appointed him Princi- 
pal of St. Leonard's College at St. Andrews: 
In the firſt Place, I ask Mr. Ruddimun, 
upon what Authority he ſo confidently -afs 
ſerts, That the Queen ſent for Buchanan 
from Frauce He has none, and I have al- 
ready ſhown, that it is highly incredible; : 
that ſhe ſhould have ſent for him. It is a 
meer- Dream and fanciful Imagination in 
Mr. Ruddiman, which by often repeating, 
he has brought himſelf = laſt fully to be- 
lieve for a Truth, In the ſecond — the 
preſenting of B uchanan to be Principal of 
dls; ; nes þ Colle ge, Was not in her Mas 
jeſty's Gift ; the Right of. Preſentation. to 
that Office, belonged to the Earl of Murray, 
as Prior of St. Andrews, and who poſſeſſed 
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Priory till his Death, and by him it was, 
and not by the Queen, that Buchanan was 
preſented to the Office of Principal there. 
This is moſt evident from the Record of the 
Privy Council, which Mr. Ruddiman himſelf 
favours us with, when Buchanan was choſen 
by them preceptor to the King, wherein 
we have the following numerical Words: 
„ And albeit the Preſentation, Nomination 
© and Admiſſion of the Maſter of the ſaid 
« College (St. Leonard's mentioned imme- 
4 diately before) pertained of old to the 
« Prior of St. Audreut, yet the fame 
Right and Patronage preſently appertains 
e to our Sovereign Lord, as well by the 
« Laws of the Realm, as becauſe the Priory 


«of St. Andrews preſently vaikr deſtitute 


©. of a Prior or Commendatar.” I am ſorry, 
on Mr. Raddiman's Account, to ſay, that if 
he had not been wilfully blinded and preju- 
diced againſt Buchanan, this ſhould have ſa- 
tisfied him, that it was a downright Fal- 


ſhood, that the Queen preſented Buchanan, 


or appointed him Principal of that College: 
Further, it is moſt evident from this Re- 


cord of the Privy Council, that the appoin- 


ting Buchanan to be the King's Preceptor, 
was poſterior to the Earl of Murrays Death, 

which happened on the 23d Day of January 
569, that 1 = according to our —— 
tion 


— 
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tion n now, Jann 24. 1 570, becauſe it 3 
here ſaid, that the Prior of St. Andrews 
preſently varks deſtitute o 2 Prior or-Coms 
mendatar. N This Record of. the Privy Coun- 
til, as given by Mr. Ruddimdn,; is ith perfect, 


ending abruptly, and wants a Date : "If it is 


 teally-ſo, there is no Help for it, but if it 
| has a Date, 1 can't think he has acted fair 


with the Publick, in not giving it. It was 


without Doubt, at the firft Meeting of the 
Privy Council and Nobility after the Re- 


gen Death. This Obſervation likewiſe 
confutes ' another Miſtake that Mr. Ruddi- | 
man has fallen into with refpe& to Mr. Peter 
Young, of whom he ſays (), chat in the 
ſame Yeat 1569, he was given as a Col- 


league t to Buchanan for the Birection of the 
King's Studies by Minray the Regent. It 
18 plain Mr. Young was aſſociated to Buchanany 
not by Murtay the Regent, becauſe he was 


dead, but wy the Privy Council afterwards; 


ſeeing he is not mentioned in this Record. 


Ffom what has beef ſaid; 1 perſuade. 


mylelf, the impartial Reader is convinced 
that T have fully cleared the great Buchanak 
from the They arioldy he is charged with to 
Queen Ma#y by theſe Authors, 3 was 
N was pes” to wy done. 21 
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APPENDI 


8. =O 2 SAAC e 4 Letter, 

which Mr. Ruddiman gives 

his Reader, in the Preface 

Pl J to his Edition of Bu- 
chanans Works, was writ by 
| that learned Man, when he 
was. kept by King James, under Penſion, 
and employed as his Mercenary Hireling, 
in writing that and ſeveral other Letters to 
the illuſtrious Preſident, Monſ. de Thou, 
with Deſign to biaſs and prejudice that 
great Man and noble Hiſtorian, when wri- 
ting the Hiſtory of Mary Queen of Scots. 
For ſome Time before Caſaubon came over to 
England, upon Invitation from the King, he 
was in a very fluctuating Way with reſpect 
to Religion, and making great Advances 
towards Popery. This is moſt evident from 
| a Letter Anno I 6: 10 om Petrus Molineus, 
oY "EE —_— 
© Pap I2, | | 
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a very famous Man of the Reformed 
Church of F. rance, to Dr. Montague Biſnop 
of Bath, which is publiſhed by Paulus Co- 
lomeſius, Curator of the Liter y at Lambeth, 
After Caſaubon came to England, he became 
a Mercenary Sycophant and Tool to King 
James. Let us hear Ca/aubon himſelf on this 
Head, in his Letter to the ſame illuſtrious 
Preſident, dated at Londen, pridie Kal, Jan, 
1611 (n), about 2 Months, before he 
writes the Letter Mr. Ruddiman gives us. 

„Hic, . ays he, omnis mea induſtria, omnes 
“ vigiliæ in eo ſolo occupantur, zut regis 
-voluntati fatisfaciamus. And then he adds, 
Quum igitur maximi hujus regis mens 
tota in hodiernis de religione controyer- 
* {11s occupetur, nos quoque 7% "aug" euro 
in ifdem ſtudiis eſſe oportet, eaſdem 
curas ſaſcipere.” That is, all my 
Thoughtfulneſs, all my Night Studies are 
employed here in this one Thing, how I 
may ſatis fythe King's Will —Since this migh- 
ty King's Thoughts are employed in the pre- 
Ent Controverſies about Religion, all of us 
wlio are about his Majeſty muſt needs be ta- 
ken up in the ſame Studies, and have the 
95 Cares. A Cafanbon mige be the 


„ King's 


ry Vid. Caſauboni Epiſt. curante Jo. Georgio Grevio, 
Magdeburgi, Anno 1656, No. 604, Pag. 683. "Py crak 
the Letter Mr. Ruddiman' gives us in this ww ir muſk 
be in ſome other. 
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ing! Ananuenſi 79, in his controverſial Diſ- 


King, who, about this Iime too, Was 


mightily intent upon altering the Form of 


Church Government, eſtabliſhed in Scotland 


after the Reformation, and introducing Epiſ- | 


copacy.. For Cgſaulun, from a Geneva or 
Hugonet Presbyterian, became all at once in 
Raptures with the Rites and Ceremonies of 
the Church of E gland. We ſee this from 


his Diary ary, publiſhed by his Son, Meric Ca- 


ſaubon. . At this Time, Caſanbon much de- 
pended upon the King's Bounty and Muni- 
Bee He gaye him two Pretend: one- 
at Canterbury, and the. other at Weſtminſter, 
with a Salary of 2000 French Livres (nu). 
We need not wonder then, that in ſuch a 
Situation, he wrote ſuch a Letter, full of 
moſt unjuſt and il-natured Reflections a- 

gainſt Buchanau s Hiſtory and Dialogue de 


gu. And after all, What ri 


e 0¹¹ What he Heard from the King, 

| and. thoſe he calls Integerrimi Viri, molt 1 um- 
5 N Men, whom he does not particular- 
Ly name, but in general that chey were 
ſuch ; * Ah it 15 as peplable OF. were fome 


E 
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putes, With the learned Men of the Church 
of Rome at that Time; Whether he was or 
not, we find him very complai ailant to the 
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Court Paraſ tes or Flatterers, of whony 


85 Was always great Store about his Ma- 
As for the King, ſome. of theſe 


1 related by Buchanan of Queen Mary, 


were tranſacted before he was born, others 
of. them, when he was Infans 5 in Cunt, u 
giens, as Mr. Ruddiman ſpeaks (; ſo that 
his. e could 1 nothing of theſe 
Affairs ex propria. ſcientia, and he muſt have 
them from ſome: of his 8 and 
Dep endents... | 

'F ſhall now preſent m ay. Readers with a 
tter from the illuſtrious. Preſident Monſ. 
de Thou to Mr. Camden, ſo much the rather 
that Mr. Ruddiman has overlooked, or ra- 


ther. ſuppreſſed it in his Edition of Bu- N 


chanan's Works. This illuſtrious Perſon, 
was one of the greateſt Men of his Time. 
His Hiſtory is, and ever will be, in the 
higheſt Eſteem, W hile Learning ſubſiſts in 
the World. He is juſtly celebrated for his 
moſt excellent and , perſonal Cha- 
racter. He was a moderate Raman Catho- 
lic; a very great Lover of Truth, for ſuch 
is his Character, not only from Caſaulon; 
dut from many others; 4 Man df the 
greateſt Honom, ſwayed. by no Intereſt; 
Party or Faction. In fine; he was as much 
Superior to C amden, to whom he ous his 


. 


N 


5 % * 


wy Series Reg, Stet. Cironologics Pag. 990 


— 1 2 r ag : 
: 2 4 % 
* 4 * - 
. a 4 


etter, as the firſt Nik eres in France is, 
fays old Mixon, to the Joweſt Schoolmaſter 
in "England." 

Several Geber ducks Extracts of his 
Letters to Camden, relating to this Matter, 
might be adduced ; but at preſent 1 ſhall 
content myſelf with publiſhing this one en- 
tire: For tho it was writ ſeveral Years be- 
fore Caſaubon s to him, yet it is in Effect a 
full Anſwer to it. This Letter from the 
Preſident, contains an Apalog y for his fol- 
lowing Buchanan, in what relates to Queen 
Marys Reign; and conſequently it is ar 
Apology for kay too. 


ben Doch ene. Gui hes C Les; N gau, 
N 250 5. 9. (G). | 


« posr 16igu m Mertlum, vir doddiſkme, 
mitto By te, five excuſationis 1865 
« five ad purgandam moram, ſecundum 
* hiſtoriarum noſtrarum tomum; ſed valde 
% vereor, ut femperamentum Ald, de quo 
% monueras, in rerum Scoticarum narratione 
. ubique ſervaverim, rem in omnium ore 
ſitam omnino preterire; quod liben- 

« riſſime fociſſem, ſi licuiſſet, magna me 
4 onions PSTN gk . er moleſtia 
el 2) 8 n . nun 


6 „ vid. b Epiſt. a Thome Smitho editas, N- 
Londii, 1691, 4to. ; * ; 8 4 N 
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nunc levatum ſentirem. Verum in opere 


ſuſcepto, niſi officio deeſſe vellem, æque 


mihi flagitioſum ſilentium, quam menda- 


cium ipſum fait, vitandum. Quod fi 


igitur id ſcribi oportuit, quomodo aliter 
ſcribi potuerit, ſane non video. Nam 
criminis, quod ipſe palam admiſeris, cul- 
pam in alium ex ſuſpicione rejicere, quid 


aliud eſt, quam reo periclitanti per ea- 
lumnioſas exceptiones patrocinium para- 


re? In reo, in ancipitis cauſſæ defenſore; 
quippe omnis expediendæ ſalutis hone 
ſta ratio, id excuſationem forte mereat * 


At veritatem profeſſo, ut alium culpâ li- 


beres alium infamia onerare nefas. Res 
ipſa loquitur. Nam demus, quod ab 


diverſa tradentibus jactatur, Moravium 


ambitione ardentem, ſceleratè regnum 


appetiiſſe: Quod tamen conſtanter ne- 
gant omnes fide digni Scoti, quoſcunque 


mihi alloqui contingit; etiam ii, quibus 


alioqui Moravius ob religionis cauſſam 


ſummè inviſus erat; nam virum fuiſſe, 
alebant, extra religionis cauſſam, ab 


omni ambitione, avaritia & in quen- 
quam injuria alienum; virtute, comitate, 
 beneficientia, vitæque innocentia præ- 


ſtantem, & qui niſi fuiſſet, eos, qui tan- 
topere mortuum exagitant, hodie mini- 


me rerum potituros fuiſſe. Sed demus 
“ illum, 


{ 
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« illum, calcatà omni divini humauique 
« juris religione, tantum animo ſoeltis con- 
© cepiſſe, quo tandem confultore & adju- 
© tore ad rem exſequendam uſus eſt ?'Pri- 


mum omnium conſtat, nunquam ullas 


« capitaliores inimicitias, quam inter Moru- 
© juni & Bothuelium exarſiſſe. M quis 


& ſibi perſuadeat, inter tam infeſtos de tan- 
© to ſcelere, qualis in regem conjuratio fuit, 


& conſilla agitari potuiſſe; aut ſperari, ut 
© ſecretum, quod ad” Ham fequifebatur, 
“ inter eos ſervaretur? Deinde, quis credat, 
* Moravium, tantas cum Bothuelio inimici- 
« tias exercenteth; poſt patratum ſcelus, 
. ſorori, parricidæ in virum ducendi; aueto- 
rem fuiſſe? Aut reginam tam ingenio 
* ſupino ſingi poſſe; ut fratri, infames 
© juxta & peflculoſas nuptias ſiindendi, 
“ aures przbuerit ? Denique, cur Moraviur, 
& poſt hæc omnia, in Galliam ſeceſt, fi ex 
©. his turbis cammodum aliquod ſperare 


4 præſentiũ ſua pore * Aut, cur poſtea 


% revocatus' tant fide,” rege infante, reg- 


& num adminiſtravit, & adverſus Hamilb- 


& „jo? imbeeillam ejus ætatem tutatus eſt; fi 


per regis" calamitatem regni ocetipandi 


ſpem conceperit? Nam minus invidioſum 
& & periculoſum illi erat cum Hamilton: 
* {i rem perfeciſſent, perduellibus de im- 
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1 perio decertare, quam ſororis filium, d 
+1 matre regnique o ordinibus tutelæ ſuæ com- 
„ miſfum / opprimere. Poſtremo, quid 
* aliud, quæſo, in cauſſa fuiſſe putas, cut 
45 Hamiltonii; qui tyrannidem affectabant, 
in Moravii necem conſpiraverint, quam 
* quod, ſuperſtite tam ſtrenuo regis' inſan- 
4 tis regnique vindice, de ſucceſſu deſpe- 


* rarent ? Ex adverto apud animum tuum 


< reputa; familiarem plus quam oportuit, 


reginæ, etiam ante parricidium cum 


®- Bothuelio conſuetudinem, regis miſeri aper= 
tum, poſt Rizii cœdem, odium, & ex ed, 
* contemptum.; Deinde poſt parricidium, 
« anmtente regina, feſtinatum de Bothuelii, 


5 4 qui non ſolum facti ſuſ pectus, ſed omnium 


opinione, quaſi convictus, habebatur, 
1 innocentia, -judictums moxque diſſolutas 
*' turpiter Bothuelii cum Gardonia uxorè 
„ nuptias, ut alias mox turpiores contra- 
« heret. Nam raptum illum, quis non 


e rideat Aut non potius ex is, quæ me? 


4 moravimms, neceſſario colligat, ingentis 
*. animi dæminam, niſi ſuoptè ingenio, & 

t preoccupata. diu ante voluntate, ad id 
« fuiſſet inducta, minquam tam facile in 
« illas; nuptias fuiſſe conſenfuram,; aut eas 
« poſtea, tam artificioſis literis apud nos 
4 excuſaturam? Verum hac tecum, & ſero- 
« tis arbitris. Nam quenquant accufare; 


ih "he" 3 
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Py at. Ulius b ſuſ⸗ cipere, necue 
* his brevibus literis, neque toto opere 
e hoſtro inſtituerim. Nam ab omni in- 
4 ſectatione & obtrectatione, ut mens, 
« fic ſtylus abeſt: Et me plurima orationis 
* lenitate molliviſſe, que alli acerbius {crip- 


4 ſerant, ipſa lectione comperies. Rem, 


« ut ex Scotorum, qui interfuerunt, ſermo- 
„ nibus didici, ita literis, mandavi, & ad 
1 eorum fidem ſcripta a Buchanano expendi. 
* De cætero nigrum in candidum, in cu- 


< juſquam gratiam convertere, neque ani- 


mus ab initio fuit, neque nune eſſe de- 
% buit, Itaque enixis precibus, quantum 
% poſſum, pro jure amieitiæ noſtræ a te 
* cotitendo, ut quoties in aula veſtra inter 
proceres, & in amicorum colloquiis, de 
* me, deque ſide noſtra in ſcribenda hiſto. 
ria mentio erit, toties horum argumento- 
rum recorderis; ent ut omnes in- 
e telligant, me ſola muneris impoſiti ne- 
* -ceflitate, coactum, que de ea | reſcripli, 
ſcripſiſſe; Nam alioqui fame glorizque 
« Anglo«Scotici nominis ex animo favere ; 
& hæc ipſa, quæ ſcripſi, ſepulta maluiſſe, 
hi mijn mite; ee e een 
ſcriptis innotuiſſent. Interim tibi ſum- 
“ mas gratias ago, pro Hibernicarum rerum 

6 fragmento ad me miſſo, quod ſuo loco 
2 C inſertum videbis; 3 & quoniam te tam 
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6 officioſum expertus ſum, rogare non du- 
6 bitabo, ut eandem diligentiam, quam 
% antea non rogatus adhibuiſti, in his re- 
* cenſendis adhibeas; & me per literas, 
” quantum tibi a B ritannia tua, quam avi- 
diflime expectamus, otii ſupererit, amice 


i "yt feciſti IONENs. Vale, mi CG ay & 
_ * me amare/perge.” 


Lu Pariſh ou, nd, ie Kal. Wu 
| cioioc. vi. | 


5 "Smith, ho! publiſhes this Hg g 
Camden I Letters, was à High-flier, by no 
means friendly to Buchanan's Principles, 


religious or political, yet he has acted a 


candid and Honeſt Part, in publiſhing this 
Letter; I could wiſh T could fay the ſame 
Thing for Mr. Ruddiman; "for, as he has 
with a good deal of Parade . his Read- 
er, in his Preface, Jaac Caſaubons Letter 
againſt Buchanan, it would have been fair 
to have given, in like Manner, Monſ. 


De Thous Letter to Camden upon the ſame 


Affair; but this would not have anſwered 
the Deſign of diſcrediting Buchanan and his 


Hiſtory, It is moſt certain, that Mr. 


Ruddiman had Smith's Edition of Camden-s 


Letters, for he quotes it in the End of his 


Annotations on Buchanan's Hiſtory, and 


| gives us from It, G amden's Animadverſions 


L 2 „ 


( 3+ ) 
on that Part of Thugr's Hiſtory that relates 
to Scottiſp Affairs. The Editor of Buckley's: 
Edition of that Hiſtory ſays, that Mr. Nad. 
qiman was miſtaken in calling them Cam- 
dens, for that they were King James's Ani- 
madverſions, in the Hand- Writing -of T/aac 
_ Coſaubon, Ta: me it is a Lis de Lana Ca- 
pPrina, whether they be the Kings, Camden's 
ar Caſaubon s, they are ſo trifling and mean. 

For my Part, from the Fourth: Note, I 
ſhould take them for Caſaubon's, becauſe 
there be ſpeaks of a private and familiar 
Conference he had with Monſ. 4 7 bou a 

how the Earl of Murray. 

_ +» The Words are, “ Scio & probe: memini, 
« præſes ampliſſime, dixiſſe te mihi ſæpius, 
cum in familiari colloquio ſermo de hoc 
Moravio incidiſſet, omnia te expertum, 
ut harum rerum veritatem ſedula inqui- 
# ſitione invenires? neque aliud comperiſſe 
multis interrogatis quam quod ſcripſiſti. 
i. e. Illuſtrious Preſident, I know., and 
very well remember, that you told me 
oſten, hen in a familiar Converſation, 
the > Diſcourſe was about this Murray, 
* that you, had tried every Thing, t to find 
„out the Truth of theſe Things by a dili- 

gent Enquiry; and that vou — no 
mn e ee on wo vo have wrote, 
earn n Natter 


« .<Z 


3 


= 
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after the many Queſtions you had mads 


about it.“ This by che By, confirms 
what is aſſerted in the preceeding Letter to, 


Camden. Now Git is pret oY certain — 


Fames never ſaw Monſ. de Th ou, and a 

little did Camden, for he never was out of 
England. And I wonder much; that Mr. 
Raddiman did not think of this, '' otherwiſe 


he had never been miſled by Dr. Smith, to 
call them Camdeuis Animadverſions; and 
there is as little Reaſon for the other to call 


them the Kings. 7 03” 20% 
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1 A FTER ieee 
1 ſend you —— ſecond Tome of my 


* where. obſerved that Moderation, you 
«, adviſed me to, in the Narration of 
« the Scottiſß Affairs; If I could alto- 
* gether. have paſſed over that Matter, 
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WM Hiſtary, either in way of Excuſe, or to 
« clear me of my Delay in writing you: 
But I'm greatly. afraid, I have not every 


85 which ; 
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50 b 18 in every Body 8 Mouth, and 
Which I very much inclined to, 1 now 
*. ſhould find myſelf eaſed of the great 
% Trouble of removing the Odium I may 
* have incurred with you. But in a Work 
Thad undertaken, a /candaleus Silence was 
gs much to be ſhunned by me, as a Lie 
$6 itſelf, unleſs: I ſhould be wanting in my 
% Duty as an Hiftorian. If therefore this 
e Aff, behoved to be narrated, in Truth 
f. J don't ſee, how atherwiſe it could be 
& told: For, to throw the Blame of a 
« Crime, which you 3 yourſelf haye openly 
60 committed, upon : another from Suſpicion, 
& whatelſe 1s it, than to contrive a Defence 
et for an arraigned Perſon in Danger of his 
«. Life, by flanderous Exceptions? In a 
* Perſon impeached, in a Defender of a 
6. dangerous Cauſe, eyery Way to fave the 
* Life, is juſtifiable to be ſure, that poſſi- 
te bly may deſerve an Excuſe : But for on 
be War profeſſes the Truth, it is OW 
4 to load one with Infamy, that you may 
u free the other of the Crime. The Thing 
te itſelf ſays ſo. For, let us ſuppoſe, What 
is faid by thoſe who give à different Ac- 
gs | of this Matter, that the Earl of 
« Murray, flaming with Ambition, wick- 
et edly aimed at the Kingdom; ' which ne- 
« 6 Yentheles' all the N Seotfmen, T have 
1 * EE: i con- 


2 3 S 


_ 
„ coriverſed with, conſtantly deny; Sen 


* thoſe who hated Murray greatly on the 
Score of Religion: For they ſaid he was 


to all Ambition, Avariee or Injury to any 
one; excelling for Virtue, Affability 


if he had not been ſuch, that thoſe, who 
ſo much abuſe him wheti dead; would 
not at this Day been ſitting on- the 
Throne. But let us ſuppoſe him, deſpiſing 
all the Obligation of the Laws of God an- 

Man, to have contrived in his Mind ſo 


make Uſe of for his Adviſer and Aſſiſtant 
in executing that Matter? Firſt of oll ĩt is 


2 2 2 8 e 8 2 2 


tal Enmity, than what was bet wirt Mur- 
ray and Bothwell. But who can perf 


« himſelf, that Contrivances could be ma- 
1 naged betwixt ſuch mortal Enemies, a- 


a Man, abſtracting from Religion, averſe 


17 N 
«© Beneficence and Innocence of Life; a nd 


great a Wickedneſs, who pray did he 


known, that there never was a more mor- 


* bout ſo great a Villany, as was the Cen- 


ſpiracy againſt the King; or that it cod 


& de exp fad, that the- Sectet, which was 


* neceſſary for carrying it on, eould be 
© kept betwixt them ? In the next Place, 
4 ho can believe that Murray, having 


{« ſuch Enmity at Boihwell, after the Wiek 


3 edneſs was perpetrate, cn adviſe his - 
L Siſter to marry * Murderer? Or, that 


me 1 15 * the 


hs ® 
+ 
« 


* 
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2 the Cn can be ſuppoſed to have becti 
* of. ſo indolent a Diſpoſition, :. as to 
liſten; to her Brother, deriſtig) her to 4 
| « Marriage, equally: infamous and dange- 
. rous? In fine, Why did Murray, after all 
this, retire into France, if by his Pre- 
= ſence he could hope for any Advantage 
de from theſe. Confulions? Or, when cal- 
bc. led home, Why managed he the Kan g4 
be dom, during the Infancy: of the King; 
„ with ſuch Faithfulneſs, kad defended his 
* tender Age, againſt the Hamiltons, if by 
he: a; $:; Deſtrucion-;he - conceived. 
857 Hopes of. ſeizipg on the Kingdom? For 
& it was leſs. odious and dangerous for him 
© to; contend with the Hargltans,: Traitors 
it to the State, if they had accompliſhed 
o the-Matter, - than to make away with his 
2 Siſter's Son, committed to his. Guardian 
<. ſhip by the Mother and the States of the 
25 ': Kingdom. is eh, What other Reaſon, 
4 J beſeech you, do yon imagine there 
4 Was, Why the Hamit who aimed! at 
6 the Soyereignty,.. conſpired: againſt the 
© Earl of Murrays. Lite, than that. they 
4 * deſp air 26d gf Ne N ſo ſtrenuous 
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6 * in your, own Mind. he W 5 


familiar Intimacy. with - Bothwell; 


* by even 


a 
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1 
; 
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25 her open Hatred of the poor 5 after 
% Rizio's Murder; and thefedfter her Con- 
« tempt of him. In the next Place, after 


„the Kits was murdered; what Hurry 


of there was, the Queen uling all her 155 
« tereſt and Effofts for that Purpofe, 
„Have Bothwell acquit, who not only 405 


6 ſuſpected to be guilty 'of that Crime ; but 


4“ alfo in the Opinion of all, Was look d 


* upon as convicted therebf; and Both- 


* well's immediately after feandalouſſy dif- 
“ folving his Marriage with the Lady Gor- 
“ don his Wife, that he might afterwards 
% contract arſothef Marriage more feanda- 
e Ius. For who does not laugh at her 
% being carried away by Force?” Or, who 
does not rather infer, from theſe Things 


I have already mentioned; that this high 


„ ſpirited Woman, if ſhe had not been 
© jnduced to it, of her own proper Incli- 
% nation; and with a prepollets'd Affection 
40 long k before, would never ſo eaſily have 
e contented to that Marriage, or would 
% have endeavored afterwafcls to excuſe 
« it it our Court in her ſo cunning 
« ate artful” Letters? But theſe Thin hy 
« write to yourſelf, and without any Per- 
„ ſon being preſent as a Witneſs. "For I 
= never intended to accuſe any one, or un- 
M - _ YR 


EM) 


#. dertake any one's Defence, either in this 
* ſhort Letter, or in the whole of my 
6 Work. As my Mind, ſo my Manner 
© of Writing, is. far from inveighing a- 
4 gainſt, or diſparaging any one: And 
25 OY find in the reading of my Hiſtory, 
that I have ſoftned with the greateſt 
% Mildneſs of Stile, what others bad writ 
< with greater Bitterneſs. I have ſo nar- 
te rated the Affair, as I learnt it from the 
66 Converſation of Scot/men. who Were upon 
s the Spot, and according to their Faith, 
1 have examined what Buchanan has 
$, wrote... For the reſt, to turn black into 
White, to gratify any one, was never my 
=. Intention from the Beginning, nor now 
* ought-it-to be: And therefore, with all 
_ * the Earneſtneſs I can; I beg of you, in 
Right of the Friendſhip betwixt us, that 
Le. +> 9 there ſhall be mention of 
me, and of my Sincerity in writing my 
& Hiſtory, at your Court, among the No- 
* dility, or in the Conyerſation of Friends, 
„ von as oft call to Remembrance theſe 
Arguments I have now adduced; and 
* make them all know, that I, obliged by 
* the Neceſſity of my Profeſſion, as an 
„ Hiſtorian, have wrote what L. have nar- 
4 rated on this Affair; for otherwiſe I have 
bk 9 an W or the Nen an 
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4 Farewell my dear Ca 


. 


and Glory of the Engliſt-Scatiſt Namæ: 


« and that I very much inclined, that theſe 
Things I have writ, had been buried, if 
© they had not been long ago known to 


„the World by publick Fame, and the 


« Writings of others. Mean while, I 
« return you my hearty Thanks for the 
« Fragment of the Lißß Affairs you ſent 
© me, which you ſhall ſee inſert in its prox 
« per Place; And becauſe 1 have found 
« you ſo very obliging, I'll make no Seruple 


e toentreat you'll give the ſame Diligence 


in reviewing what is now fent you, ag 
„you gave before when not asked ſo ta 
« you have hitherto done, and gs the Le 
« ſure you may have from your Britgnras 
which I impatiently expect, will permit. 


« your Regard for me. F 


Exer ſince Camgen's Days, our high- flying 
Writers, have been perpetually — 
Dialogue de Regno, were condemned by che 
Parliament of Scotland, Anno 1584, about 
2 Vears after Buchanan s Death. But when 
the Complexion of that Parliament is 
known, and by whoſe . 
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Thing wels W at that Tinie, neither 
Buchanan ſuffers by it, nor the 'Cauſe he 
maintains. Plainly, it was à very unfre- 
quent and pack d up Meeting, under the 
Direction of Captain Fames Stuurt, who 
was in great AEredit- with the King then, 
and his principal Favourite. As for his 


Character, Sir James Melvil, who knew 


him very well, ſays Mem. Pag. 263, 
4 That he Was a — of Religion, pre- 
< ſumptuous, ambitious, covetous, / care- 
4 leſs of the Commonwealth, a Def piſer 
«: of the Nobility, and of all honeſt Men.” 
Biſhop Sporſwood gives him as bad a Cha- 


tacter. Adamſon, that Syeophant and Court- 


_ was the Tool Captain Stuart em- 

oyed in framing that Act. Of all the 
Lare who, mention this Act, none ſeems 
td take greater Satisfaction in the Relatioii 
of it than Biſhop Nirolſon, who, Pag. 14, 
after he has given us a great Part of the 


Act itſelf, and told us of the Anſwers to 


Buchanan s Treatiſe, he at laſt gives us an 


Account of the Oxford Decree 1683; where- 
in were aſſerted the Doctrine of Paſſive- 


obedience, the abſolute, indefeaſible, and 


Hereditary . Right of Succeſſion to the 
Crown. By this wild and infamous De- 


eree, Buchanin's De jure Regni was con- 


Verne, d. _ with others wer the ſame Prin- 
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ciples, appointed to be publickly burnt. 


But Buchanan was ſufficiently revenged on 


that learned and high-flying Body, and the 
Honour of the Briti/h Conſtitution was 
abundantly aſterwards repaired, when the 
Houſe of Lords, Anno 1710, ordered this 
Oxford Decree to be burnt by the Hands of 
the common Hangman, before the Royal 
Exchange, in Preſence of the Lord 3 


. City of London, and of the Sheriffs 


of London and Middleſex ; and I doubt not 
but the Biſhop of Carh/le joined in this Or- 
der, for he was not then, nor for ſome 


Tears thereafter, tranſlated to the See of 


Derry in Ireldnd + I ani the more convinced 


of this from his Dedication bf his 1:6 


Hiſtorical Libfary, where he cortimends 


the People of Derry, © for their eyer me- 
| n morable and facockfal STAND, which ©: 


Wc miade againſt the then prevailing In- 
© roads of Paper) and . Power. 
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